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The House met at 10:30 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. TERRY).

————

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
January 28, 2003.

I hereby appoint the Honorable LEE TERRY
to act as Speaker pro tempore on this day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———

MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member,
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip, lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATSON)
for 5 minutes.

———

BUDGET AND HOMELAND
SECURITY

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, Presi-
dent Bush has campaigned across the
50 States, has campaigned by issuing
promises to strengthen our Nation. He
has pledged to improve our schools, to
create jobs, to protect our homeland,
but soon after these promises were
made, we see how empty they are.

President Bush fought against pro-
viding funds for his own education bill.
It is still unfunded and leaves our chil-
dren behind.

President Bush fought to prevent
Congress from extending unemploy-

ment benefits for laid-off workers. We
worked hard to at least to get a ref-
erence, and now President Bush is
fighting to prevent the Federal Govern-
ment from spending the funds nec-
essary to protect our homeland.

When we say ‘‘homeland security,”
we are not talking about fancy tech-
nology or a building. We are talking
about training and equipment for first
responders, the men and women of our
local police force and fire departments,
the ones who will be putting their lives
on the line in case of a terrorist at-
tack.

Warren Rudman, the former Repub-
lican Senator, who helped lead the
United States Commission on National
Security in the 21st Century, said
about the Bush budget, ‘““The bottom
line is that it appears to us we are
going to be underfunded in several key
areas.”” His comments were echoed by a
current Republican Senator and deco-
rated Vietnam veteran who said Bush’s
budget is ‘“‘not even sufficient to pro-
vide for the first responder program in
the States. It is not sufficient to pro-
vide for broader security.”

We have known for some time that
this President puts children second to
tax cuts for the rich. We have known
he puts jobs second to tax cuts, but to
see our national security sacrificed in
favor of a tax cut skewed to million-
aires really takes the cake.

Now the President has an oppor-
tunity tonight to prove that he values
national security more than tax cuts. I
urge him to embrace that opportunity.

————
TAX CUTS FOR THE WEALTHY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. DEFAZIO) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, the state
of our Union is not sound. Millions of
Americans and their families are not

secure in their home, not because of
some new wave of crime or because of
some immediate and compelling threat
from Iraq or other hostile foreign na-
tions, but because so many have lost
their jobs, or many fear the loss of
their job or lay-off in the near future.

One point seven million jobs have
been lost since January 2001. The num-
ber of people unemployed for more
than 6 months has tripled in the last 2
years. One point three million more
people have fallen into poverty in the
last 2 years, the first increase in a dec-
ade.

Bankruptcies are up 23 percent in the
last year. Forty-four million Ameri-
cans have no health insurance. The
government surplus has evaporated. We
have a huge and growing deficit as far
as the eye can see. Social Security
lockbox has been broken open and pil-
laged, and the trust funds are being
spent on day-to-day operations of the
government. The Pension Benefit
Guarantee Fund, which insures the
pensions of Americans in case their
company or plan should fail, is broke.
It has spent its entire reserves in the
last 2 years.

State budgets are the worst since the
Great Depression. We are in a domestic
economic crisis. That is pretty clear,
but the question becomes what is the
President going to propose? It appears
that he is going to propose more of the
same.

When the President was a candidate,
we had a large surplus and a booming
economy. He proposed tax cuts for the
wealthy. When the President was
newly elected, we had a faltering econ-
omy, and he said we still had a surplus,
and he proposed tax cuts for the
wealthy, and he got many of those pro-
posals through. Now he is in his third
year as President. We are in a reces-
sion. We have huge and growing defi-
cits, and the President has proposed,
surprise, tax cuts for the wealthy.
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His plan is to exempt dividends sup-
posedly because of double taxation, ex-
cept most of the corporations who pay
dividends do not pay Federal income
taxes. They have taken advantage of
loopholes through Bermuda and other
places to not pay taxes. They are not
double-taxed. That is not the issue,
double taxation or fairness. It is to
give a huge gift to the wealthy.

The average tax cut for an Orego-
nian, for my State, with an income of
$32,000, people who could use a little
help, it will be $40. Do not spend it all
in one place. But the average million-
aire tax cut, $45,000, those who have al-
ready done so well under his previous
tax cuts, and it will compound the
State’s financial problems. It will cost
the States $4 billion, this little divi-
dend gift to wealthy investors, and it
will cost my State $100 million, a State
already in crisis.

There is no credible economist in the
United States of America who pretends
that this would in any way stimulate
the economy, especially since the
money will not be refunded to these
wealthy folks until next year even if
they choose to spend it in a way that
might create jobs.

Then the other leg of his way to
boost our economy is a war. I believe
many are puzzling over what is this
about. Is there this a tremendous
threat? Well, he has not yet revealed
either to me, the United States Con-
gress in any of our classified briefings
here on the floor of the House, or in un-
classified briefings or in other mate-
rials the proof that there is a credible
and immediate threat from Saddam
Hussein.

We do know that in North Korea they
have nuclear weapons. They are build-
ing more nuclear weapons. They have
tested long-range missiles. We do know
in Iran that they have a very advanced
nuclear program. Apparently Saddam
Hussein does not have one at all, and
his missiles that he has, so-called, can
reach only a couple of hundred miles.

So how is it that this is the most
credible and immediate threat that we
should spend hundreds of millions of
dollars, potentially thousands of Amer-
ican lives, tens of thousands of lives of
innocents in a war against Saddam
Hussein while weapons inspectors are
in there, when we have gotten what we
proposed, which is let us go in there
and find if he has weapons of mass de-
struction. Give the process time to
work. There is no reason to rush to war
with potentially catastrophic results
and one that is certainly not going to
help us with these pressing domestic
problems at home.

In fact, it is going to rob from that,
since the President is now talking
about a long-term occupation and re-
building of Iraq similar to Japan after
World War II despite the fact that, of
course, basically their culture is not as
integrated as that of Japan. In fact,
the people who live in Iragq do not get
along very well. There is a number of
divisive factions. They have no tradi-
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tion in democracy, and a long-term oc-
cupation and democracy-building in
that area is going to be very problem-
atic.

So the President should focus on real
steps to help real Americans with their
real problems at home and real threats
to our domestic integrity or our inter-
national security. Where is Osama bin
Laden? Remember, dead or alive?
Guess what. He is still alive. He is still
planning attacks on the United States
of America. The President needs to
refocus his priorities.

———

REJECTING THE APOSTLES OF
INACTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. DELAY) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, in recent
days we have heard a loud and relent-
less chorus of critics who are attempt-
ing to hamstring President Bush and
restrict his ability to defend this coun-
try. These foreign and domestic apolo-
gists for inaction would subordinate
U.S. national security decisions to an
international litmus test.

They are subverting the real issue be-
neath the false allure of avoidance and
a smokescreen of diplomatic double-
dealings and evasions. Under their spe-
cious logic, the burden of proof shifts
from Saddam Hussein’s evil regime to
the free and democratic nations insist-
ing that he disarm.

It is a known fact that Saddam devel-
oped, deployed and destroyed thou-
sands of lives with weapons of mass
terror. It is not a question of whether
or not he has terror weapons.

American soldiers found and de-
stroyed chemical weapons depots 12
years ago. Saddam later confirmed our
fears with the thousands of corpses
that littered the Iraqi countryside.

Here is the real question: Where and
when will he choose to use the count-
less terror weapons he still has? Will it
be here in the United States? Will
Saddam’s agents launch the attack, or
will Saddam quietly transfer his chem-
ical or biological weapons to al Qaeda
or any other terrorist organization?
Will they be leveraged to blackmail
freedom-loving nations into inaction in
the face of future aggression?

The answer is that we cannot know
what this dictator will do, and for that
reason the only acceptable outcome to
the United States is that either Sad-
dam Hussein voluntarily destroys all
the materials related to his nuclear,
chemical and biological weapons devel-
opment programs or a coalition of free
nations will do the job, and this brings
up a widespread misperception.

The purpose of the U.N. inspectors in
Iraq, a purpose that is either misunder-
stood or it is being manipulated by the
left, is simply to verify that Saddam is
declaring and destroying his known but
hidden weapons of mass destruction
programs and weapons caches.
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It is not the inspectors’ mission to
fruitlessly scour the Iraqi countryside
in a feckless search for Saddam’s terror
weapons. In a country larger than the
State of California, that would be an
empty objective doomed to fail. Out-
side observers cannot hope to uncover
the truth within an uncooperative and
hostile regime. It is an impossible task
to discover weapons of mass destruc-
tion within a ruthlessly wicked and op-
pressive dictatorship that refuses to
cooperate. Iraq is not destroying its
weapons.

Let us just be clear about it. Saddam
is an evil tyrant. He illegitimately
holds power by controlling the
thoughts and the behavior of the Iraqi
people with a climate of state-adminis-
tered terror. His secret police coerce
the Iraqi people into a terror-driven
code of silence.

Time and time again over the 20th
century the West learned that the scale
of crimes committed by totalitarian
regimes was far worse than we even
knew. It was not until those brutal re-
gimes fell and their victims docu-
mented the full extent of the mon-
strous abuse that we learned the truth.
We saw it in Hitler’s Germany. We saw
it in the Soviet Union. We saw it in
Cambodia, and eventually we will see it
in Cuba, and once Saddam fails and
falls, the Iraqi people will shock and
disgust the world by revealing the full
ghastly scope of Saddam’s oppression.

This much is obvious today. We will
never get to the truth about Saddam’s
weapons so long as his regime holds
power. We need to recognize that it
will be extremely difficult for
Saddam’s past and future victims to
tell inspectors what they know.
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When they, their friends and their
families are subject to brutal and wick-
ed reprisals, including rape, torture
and murder at the hands of Saddam’s
secret police, U.N. inspectors cannot
approach the truth in Iraq. And it is
not their job to discover Saddam’s
weapons. No, the onus is squarely on
Saddam Hussein to prove to the world
that he has disarmed.

Unfortunately, many observers con-
tinue claiming that the United States
has to round out the indictment of
Saddam Hussein’s regime with addi-
tional evidence. No such evidence is
needed. No more facts need emerge be-
fore America can rightfully take ac-
tion against this regime. We have all
the evidence that we need. The pages of
history. There has never been a threat
confronting the United States that was
overcome or improved through inac-
tion or the counsels of contrived eva-
sions and equivocations. The American
people expect us to face our threats
squarely and directly.

Many observers would have us pin
the security of the United States to a
fading fallacy, the discredited notion
that a U.N. inspections team, operating
within a hostile regime, can adequately
secure our security. They cannot.
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There is great danger in so elevating
the trappings of international con-
sultation and the rituals of
multilateralism that they become a
surrogate for our true purpose: we have
to protect ourselves and the world by
disarming Saddam Hussein.

Some observers refuse to acknowl-
edge the grave consequences of allow-
ing Saddam Hussein to remain in
power. In the hierarchy of aggressive
and military regimes, Saddam’s dicta-
torship is a clear and present danger to
the United States. And by providing
Saddam added time, added time to sup-
ply, train and support terrorist groups,
these endless pleas for patience convert
a virtue into a vice. Any nation which
naively denies the clear threat from
Saddam Hussein’s regime is placing the
free world at jeopardy by ignoring this
dictator’s infamous past and evil aspi-
rations.

Regardless of what others may say,
the final authority governing Amer-
ican action is not the United Nations.
It is the Constitution of the United
States and the decisions of our own
elected government. If and when Presi-
dent Bush decides America must con-
front Saddam Hussein’s regime, he will
be exercising his authority as com-
mander in chief and expressing the
broad support already demonstrated by
Congress through the Iraq Resolution
passed months ago.

The Left is attempting to turn us
from our purpose with another bit of
sophistry. They claim our imperative
to confront Saddam Hussein’s dictator-
ship is a diversion from the war against
terrorism. Well, far from a diversion,
confronting Saddam Hussein is a cen-
tral and defining measure of our com-
mitment to win the war on terrorism.

If President Bush determines that
America must act, he can be confident
that the unified support of the Amer-
ican people will be with him until the
danger is defeated. The President
should know that we stand beside him
and that the United States will not
shrink from our obligation to defend
freedom.

While we seek the broadest possible
coalition of freedom-loving countries
in this effort, we cannot let a hunt for
international consensus divide us and
deter us from our purpose. We will not
be dissuaded from taking action to de-
fend America.

———

GUAM REQUESTS ADDITIONAL
FEDERAL ASSISTANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentlewoman from Guam
(Ms. BORDALLO) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, the
people of Guam eagerly anticipate the
State of the Union report which Presi-
dent Bush will deliver tonight. While
the President will speak in broad terms
about the Nation, I take this oppor-
tunity to let the Nation know about
the situation on my home island of
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Guam, which has been recently dev-
astated by Super Typhoon Pongsona.

Super Typhoon Pongsona struck
Guam on December 8, 2002, with sus-
tained winds of 155 miles per hour and
wind gusts exceeding 200 miles per
hour. This severe typhoon battered
Guam for 8 long hours; and in its after-
math, Guam’s power, water, and waste-
water systems were seriously damaged.
In addition, Guam had just begun to
fully recover from another storm, Ty-
phoon Chata’an, which struck in July
2002, barely 6 months before Typhoon
Pongsona.

Our island looked like a war zone.
Hotels had their windows blown out
and over 120 concrete power poles
snapped due to the force of Pongsona.
Aluminum typhoon shutters were
ripped off the windows; and air condi-
tioners were blown off roof tops and
windows, creating holes for rain to de-
stroy the interior of our homes.

Andersen Air Force Base, Naval Sta-
tion, and Apra Harbor, were hit hard,
as well as our own civilian airport,
closing both airports and delaying re-
lief flights. Four fuel storage tanks at
the Port of Guam caught fire and
burned for days, jeopardizing nearby
storage tanks filled with aviation fuel,
gasoline and diesel fuel. Two tanks
were destroyed completely, while two
others have been damaged.

Many people on Guam who have lived
through other typhoons over the years
have remarked that Pongsona was the
worst typhoon they had ever experi-
enced in their lives. I was there to wit-
ness this.

President Bush declared Guam a
major disaster area following Super
Typhoon Pongsona, and the FEMA
emergency management agency, the
American Red Cross, the Salvation
Army, the Catholic Social Services,
and many other volunteers mobilized
for the relief and recovery effort. We on
Guam are sincerely grateful for all
these efforts and for the incredible re-
sponse of the Guam National Guard,
the Government of Guam employees,
and the reserve and active duty mili-
tary units on Guam. There is nothing
more humbling to a community than
to see the outpouring of assistance to
us in our time of desperate need. There
is nothing more heroic than to see
Guardsmen, government employees,
and volunteers leave their own ravaged
homes behind and respond to the call of
duty.

Seven weeks later, as I speak today,
20 percent of our island is still without
power. Power outages plague our com-
munity every day. The water system is
still not at full capacity, and the gov-
ernment is still coping with the enor-
mous challenges ahead. Governor Felix
Camacho and Lieutenant Governor
Kaleo Moylan took office on January 6,
2003, facing the daunting task of com-
pleting the recovery. The 27th Guam
legislature, under the leadership of
Speaker Ben Pangelinan also assumed
office with these great challenges
awaiting them. Our people pray for our
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leaders to succeed, because not since
the liberation of Guam from its World
War II occupation of our island have we
faced such difficult times.

We are facing 20 percent unemploy-
ment, a bottoming out of our tourist
industry, and an expensive recovery
that may last the rest of this year. We
need the Federal Government to extend
whatever help is available, not just to
clean up after the typhoon but to help
us restore our economy and rebuild our
basic infrastructure. We need hazard
mitigation assistance to make Guam
less vulnerable to the next super ty-
phoon, and we need the prayers and the
support of the American people for
their fellow American citizens who live
on Guam.

We are a community that prides our-
selves on our self-reliance and our re-
silience after any hardship. We have
great optimism and great faith in our
future. We need a hand right now, and
we ask that President Bush and the
Congress take just a minute as we re-
flect on the blessing and opportunities
of our great country to remember that
some Americans are facing great hard-
ships tonight. Please remember Guam.

————

AGRICULTURE DISASTER IN
NORTH CAROLINA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
ETHERIDGE) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to inform my colleagues of the
sad state of agriculture in my home
State of North Carolina. And, indeed,
farmers across the Nation took a big
hit in their wallets thanks to Mother
Nature last year.

As Congress prepares to receive the
President’s State of the Union address,
we must pay special attention to those
folks who are hurting down on the
farm. At one time last summer, accord-
ing to the National Drought Mitigation
Center, nearly one-third of the United
States experienced moderate to ex-
treme drought conditions. The pro-
longed period of dry weather severely
aggravated North Carolina’s long-term
drought problems.

Consequently, my State experienced
the worst drought we have seen in 100
years. This drought impacted every re-
gion of North Carolina and nearly
every community where commodities
are grown. Many farmers had to watch
crops wither on the vine and die de-
spite their best efforts. And when rain
finally came, it came too late to save
what was already lost and impaired
their ability to harvest what little
they had.

In North Carolina, farmers have ex-
perienced $400 million in crop losses.
While crop insurance has paid out $90
million in indemnities, which helped, it
comes at a cost of $63 million in pre-
miums. So crop insurance has not been
a viable solution to losses of this mag-
nitude.

The Secretary of Agriculture des-
ignated nearly the entire State of
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North Carolina as a disaster area, mak-
ing low-interest loans available to our
farmers. USDA also provided for emer-
gency haying and grazing on Conserva-
tion Reserve Program lands, something
our livestock producers appreciated.
While this assistance is welcome, it
does not come even close to meeting
the losses that our farmers have suf-
fered.

In addition, many farmers cannot af-
ford to increase their debt burden with
new loans. Farmers need more help
than just new credit and comforting
words; they need direct disaster pay-
ments, and they need them now so they
can start a new crop year.

For several months we have been
pushing for more agriculture disaster
relief, along with a bipartisan group of
lawmakers representing States that
were affected by the drought last sum-
mer. We were extremely hopeful last
year when the United States Senate
voted in favor of a disaster package as
part of the 2003 interior appropriations
bill. Their plan would provide almost $6
billion in assistance for our farmers.

In fact, I cosponsored a bill here in
the House introduced by the gentle-
woman from Wyoming (Mrs. CUBIN)
which matched the Senate’s disaster
bill. Unfortunately, the administration
opposed these agriculture disaster
plans. Instead, the President demanded
that any disaster assistance be paid for
by cutting the farm bill that we passed
last year.

Mr. Speaker, Congress has a proud bi-
partisan tradition of coming to the aid
of States when they have been struck
by natural calamities. When tragedy
strikes, we do not let States fend for
themselves; we instead respond as one
Nation. Whether it is an earthquake in
California, wildfires in the Rockies,
floods in the Midwest, or hurricanes in
Florida, Congress worries more about
how best to help these people who have
suffered and less about how we pay for
it at the moment. The drought which
affected my State and much of the
West and East Coast deserves the same
level of treatment by Congress as these
other disasters.

In fact, historically, drought is one of
the most costly natural disasters that
have struck any region of this country.
I call upon this House to show this ad-
ministration that we understand what
is really going on in the farm country
and that we are prepared to come to
their assistance in their time of need.

As my colleagues know, the Senate
included in the 2003 omnibus appropria-
tions bill $3.1 billion for disaster assist-
ance. Consequently, at the administra-
tion’s insistence, the Senate was forced
to cut education, veterans benefits, and
a number of FBI agents. Now, I do not
understand this. The President is pro-
posing deficit funding for his massive
$674 Dbillion tax plan, which will do
nothing to help the economy and mid-
dle-class Americans. However, when we
ask for his support for emergency
spending for just 1 percent, $6 billion,
to help farmers who suffered from an
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act of God and who could lose their en-
tire livelihood, the President says no.

I urge the conference committee to
reject these cuts, continue our bipar-
tisan tradition and fully fund agri-
culture disaster relief as we have done
in the past. The Nation’s farmers are
waiting and watching. Let us not dis-
appoint them.

O 1100
PRESIDENTIAL CREDIBILITY GAP

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). Pursuant to the order of the
House of January 7, 2003, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
is recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, we all
know that tonight the President will
deliver his State of the Union Address,
and that is often and is supposed to be
an opportunity to reflect upon the
state of the Nation, the economy, for-
eign policy, the potential war, and
health care, which are just some of the
issues that we expect the President to
address this evening.

My concern, and I have shared this
concern with many of my Democratic
colleagues, is that the President con-
stantly comes forward and talks about
what he is going to do to address the
Nation’s problems, to deal with the
economy, for example, to deal with
health care, for example, but many
times those promises are not kept in
terms of what action he actually fol-
lows up with to meet the commitments
that he makes.

I call it a credibility gap. Some of my
colleagues on the Democratic side have
taken notice of this credibility gap
over the last 2 days; and I wanted to
particularly mention that today be-
cause when I opened the New York
Times this morning, I saw a column by
Paul Krugman where he actually ref-
erences a credibility problem with the
President, and he talks about it in the
context of not only tonight’s State of
the Union Address, but also in com-
parison to last year’s State of the
Union Address to basically draw out
the conflict between what the Presi-
dent says he is going to do versus what
he actually does.

I would like to quote some sections
of Paul Krugman’s column and talk
about it because I think this is very
important in the context of tonight’s
State of the Union Address.

The column says whether Mr. Bush is
held accountable for the promises he
made in his last State of the Union Ad-
dress is a major issue. Krugman says
that the President ‘‘assured those who
worried about red ink last year that
‘our budget will run a deficit that will
be small and short-lived.” He offered
comfort for those who remembered his
father’s ‘jobless recovery,” which felt
like a continuing recession: ‘When
America works, America prospers, so
my economic security plan can be
summed up in one word: Jobs.’
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“Fast-forward a year. We now know
that the ‘small’ budget deficit will rise
above $300 billion, and stay there. Even
the administration’s own, ever-opti-
mistic budget officials now concede
that we face deficits as far as the eye
can see. Meanwhile, payrolls continue
to decline; since the working-age popu-
lation keeps rising, it’s becoming ever
harder for ordinary Americans to get
jobs, or keep them.

““And there’s a good chance things
will get a lot worse; with markets slid-
ing, consumers wilting, businesses fear-
ful about the effects of war and oil
prices rising, the pieces are in place for
a full-blown double-dip recession. And
the second dip would take us much fur-
ther down than the first.”

I think this is of a major concern to
me. The President identifies that we
have an economic problem, that we
have an economic downturn, and he
says that he is going to do something
about it, but what is he actually pro-
posing? The heart of his economic pro-
posal or package is eliminating the tax
on corporate dividends, eliminating the
tax on essentially the stock market
dividends.

Americans know that is not going to
accomplish anything. It is not going to
do anything to stimulate the economy.
It is not going to put money in people’s
pockets or create jobs. So again, there
is a credibility gap. There is recogni-
tion on the part of the President that
there is a problem with the economy,
but the actions that he seeks to take,
unfortunately, will not correct the
problem.

The President talks about homeland
security. He talks about the war on
terrorism, both internationally and
here at home, but as my colleague from
California earlier this morning pointed
out, money is not going back to the
States and the localities for homeland
security. Money is not going back for
civil defense or to help the localities or
the people that were affected in New
Jersey, in my case, directly by the
World Trade Center. Many of our towns
are complaining that they are not get-
ting the promised funding to deal with
the homeland security problem.

The President last year talked about
how the deficit was going to be small,
but we know that his economic plan
will cause huge deficits. We are told if
we implement his economic stimulus
package and we make the tax cuts per-
manent that he proposed last year, and
we have to fight a war in Iraq, we may
end up with a deficit that is over $2
trillion.

Think about what the President says
about veterans. He promises to be a
champion for our veterans, but he cuts
funding for VA health clinics, forcing
164,000 veterans to be turned away.

He promises that he is going to ex-
pand Medicare to include a drug ben-
efit, but instead of actually doing
something now to make a difference
for seniors, he blocks generic drug leg-
islation that will lower costs for sen-
iors and for those who want to have ac-
cess to lower-priced drugs right now.
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Mr. Speaker, on every one of these
issues, look at what the President says
tonight. In many cases it is misleading
and false promises. It is a credibility
gap that we are facing in terms of what
he says he is going to do as opposed to
what he actually does in these very
troubled times.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 5 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess
until noon.

—
0 1200

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order at noon.

———

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

As we anticipate the President’s
State of the Union Address to Congress
and the Nation this evening, come let
us approach the Lord with praise and
thanksgiving. With all humility, let us
approach the Lord.

Come, Members of the House and
Senate, all who work on Capitol Hill,
all Americans, come. Let us join to-
gether in honest prayer for our Presi-
dent, George W. Bush, our country, and
the world, which watches us with great
expectations.

If, in themselves, the awesome tasks
of leadership in our times, the great re-
sponsibility of homeland defense and
efforts to end terrorism around the
world do not humble us before the
Lord, let us approach the Lord on an
even deeper level of faith says the
Psalmist.

Trusting in the Lord’s continued
goodness and guidance, let us approach
the Lord with praise and thanksgiving.

As Americans, let us humbly praise
God for all His blessings throughout
our history. Let us thank God for our
three branches of accountable govern-
ment, our brave military forces and the
common sense of people who desire a
more perfect Union, and so establish
justice, insure domestic tranquility,
and secure the blessings of liberty for
ourselves and posterity.

Forever will we praise and thank
You, O Lord. Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. RUPPERSBERGER)
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come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER led
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

the

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to
announce that the practice of reserving
seats prior to the joint session by
placard will not be allowed. Members
may reserve their seats by physical
presence only following the security
sweep of the Chamber.

———

DESIGNATING MAJORITY MEMBER-
SHIP ON CERTAIN STANDING
COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, by
direction of the Republican Conference,
I offer a privileged resolution (H. Res.
33) and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 33

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be, and are hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of

Representatives:
Committee on Agriculture: Mr. Combest;
Mr. Boehner; Mr. Pombo; Mr. Smith of

Michigan; Mr. Everett; Mr. Lucas of OKkla-
homa; Mr. Moran of Kansas; Mr. Jenkins;

Mr. Gutknecht; Mr. Ose; Mr. Hayes; Mr.
Pickering; Mr. Johnson of Illinois; Mr.
Osborne; Mr. Pence; Mr. Rehberg; Mr.
Graves; Mr. Putnam; Mr. Janklow; Mr.

Burns; Mr. Bonner; Mr. Rogers of Alabama;
Mr. King of Iowa; Mr. Chocola; Mrs.
Musgrave and Mr. Nunes.

Committee on Appropriations: Mr. Regula;
Mr. Lewis of California; Mr. Rogers of Ken-
tucky; Mr. Wolf; Mr. Kolbe; Mr. Walsh; Mr.
Taylor of North Carolina; Mr. Hobson; Mr.
Istook; Mr. Bonilla; Mr. Knollenberg; Mr.
Kingston; Mr. Frelinghuysen; Mr. Wicker;
Mr. Nethercutt; Mr. Cunningham; Mr.
Tiahrt; Mr. Wamp; Mr. Latham; Mrs.
Northup; Mr. Aderholt; Mrs. Emerson; Ms.
Granger; Mr. Peterson of Pennsylvania; Mr.

Goode; Mr. Doolittle; Mr. LaHood; Mr.
Sweeney; Mr. Vitter; Mr. Sherwood; Mr.
Weldon of Florida; Mr. Simpson; Mr.

Culberson; Mr. Kirk and Mr. Crenshaw.

Committee on Armed Services: Mr. Weldon
of Pennsylvania; Mr. Hefley; Mr. Saxton; Mr.
McHugh; Mr. Everett; Mr. Bartlett;” Mr.
McKeon; Mr. Thornberry; Mr. Hostettler; Mr.
Jones of North Carolina; Mr. Ryun of Kan-
sas; Mr. Gibbons; Mr. Hayes; Mrs. Wilson of
New Mexico; Mr. Calvert; Mr. Simmons; Mrs.
Jo Ann Davis of Virginia; Mr. Schrock; Mr.
AKkin; Mr. Forbes; Mr. Miller of Florida; Mr.
Wilson of South Carolina; Mr. LoBiondo; Mr.
Cole; Mr. Bradley of New Hampshire; Mr.
Bishop of Utah; Mr. Turner of Ohio; Mr.
Kline; Mrs. Miller of Michigan; Mr. Gingrey;
Mr. Rogers of Alabama and Mr. Franks of
Arizona.

Committee on the Budget: Mr. Gutknecht;
Mr. Thornberry; Mr. Ryun of Kansas; Mr.
Toomey; Mr. Hastings of Washington; Mr.
Schrock; Mr. Brown of South Carolina; Mr.
Putnam; Mr. Tancredo; Mr. Bonner, Mr.
Franks of Arizona; Mr. Garrett; Mr. Barrett
of South Carolina; Mr. McCotter; Mr. Mario
Diaz-Balart of Florida and Mr. Hensarling.
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Committee on Education and the Work-
force: Mr. Petri; Mr. Ballenger; Mr. Hoek-
stra; Mr. McKeon; Mr. Castle; Mr. Sam John-
son of Texas; Mr. Greenwood; Mr. Souder;
Mr. Norwood; Mr. Upton; Mr. Ehlers; Mr.
DeMint; Mr. Isakson; Mrs. Biggert; Mr.
Platts; Mr. Tiberi; Mr. Keller; Mr. Osborne;
Mr. Wilson of South Carolina; Mr. Cole; Mr.
Porter; Mr. Kline; Mr. Carter; Mrs. Musgrave
and Mrs. Blackburn.

Committee on Energy and Commerce: Mr.
Bilirakis; Mr. Barton of Texas; Mr. Upton;
Mr. Stearns; Mr. Gillmor; Mr. Greenwood;
Mr. Cox; Mr. Deal of Georgia; Mr. Burr; Mr.
Whitfield; Mr. Norwood; Mrs. Cubin; Mr.
Shimkus; Mrs. Wilson of New Mexico; Mr.
Shadegg; Mr. Pickering; Mr. Fossella; Mr.
Blunt; Mr. Buyer; Mr. Radanovich; Mr. Bass;
Mr. Pitts; Mrs. Bono; Mr. Walden of Oregon;
Mr. Terry; Mr. Fletcher; Mr. Ferguson; Mr.
Rogers of Michigan; Mr. Issa and Mr. Otter.

Committee on Financial Services: Mr.
Leach; Mr. Bereuter; Mr. Baker; Mr. Bachus;
Mr. Castle; Mr. King of New York; Mr.
Royce; Mr. Lucas of Oklahoma; Mr. Ney,
Mrs. Kelly; Mr. Paul; Mr. Gillmor; Mr. Ryun
of Kansas; Mr. LaTourette; Mr. Manzullo;
Mr. Jones of North Carolina; Mr. Ose; Mrs.
Biggert; Mr. Green of Wisconsin; Mr.
Toomey; Mr. Shays; Mr. Shadegg; Mr.
Fossella; Mr. Gary Miller of California; Ms.
Hart; Mrs. Capito; Mr. Tiberi; Mr. Kennedy
of Minnesota; Mr. Feeney; Mr. Hensarling;
Mr. Garrett; Mr. Murphy; Ms. Ginny Brown-
Waite of Florida; Mr. Barrett of South Caro-
lina; Ms. Harris and Mr. Renzi.

Committee on Government Reform: Mr.
Burton; Mr. Shays; Ms. Ros-Lehtinen; Mr.
McHugh; Mr. Mica; Mr. Souder; Mr.
LaTourette; Mr. Ose; Mr. Lewis of Kentucky;
Mrs. Jo Ann Davis of Virginia; Mr. Platts;
Mr. Cannon; Mr. Putnam; Mr. Schrock; Mr.
Duncan; Mr. Sullivan; Mr. Deal of Georgia;
Mrs. Miller of Michigan; Mr. Murphy; Mr.
Turner of Ohio; Mr. Carter; Mr. Janklow; and
Mrs. Blackburn.

Committee on International Relations: Mr.
Leach; Mr. Bereuter; Mr. Smith of New Jer-
sey; Mr. Burton of Indiana; Mr. Gallegly; Ms.
Ros-Lehtinen; Mr. Ballenger; Mr. Rohr-
abacher; Mr. Royce; Mr. King of New York;
Mr. Chabot; Mr. Houghton; Mr. McHugh; Mr.
Tancredo; Mr. Paul; Mr. Smith of Michigan;
Mr. Pitts; Mr. Flake; Mrs. Jo Ann Davis of
Virginia; Mr. Green of Wisconsin; Mr. Weller;
Mr. Pence; Mr. McCotter; Mr. Janklow and
Ms. Harris.

Committee on the Judiciary: Mr. Hyde; Mr.
Coble; Mr. Smith of Texas; Mr. Gallegly; Mr.
Goodlatte; Mr. Chabot; Mr. Jenkins; Mr.
Cannon; Mr. Bachus; Mr. Hostettler; Mr.
Green of Wisconsin; Mr. Keller; Ms. Hart; Mr.
Flake; Mr. Pence; Mr. Forbes; Mr. King of
Iowa; Mr. Carter; Mr. Feeney and Mrs.
Blackburn.

Committee on Resources:
Alaska; Mr. Tauzin; Mr. Saxton; Mr.
Gallegly; Mr. Duncan; Mr. Hefley; Mr.
Gilchrest; Mr. Calvert; Mr. McInnis; Mrs.
Cubin; Mr. Radanovich; Mr. Jones of North
Carolina; Mr. Cannon; Mr. Peterson of Penn-
sylvania; Mr. Gibbons; Mr. Souder; Mr. Wal-
den of Oregon; Mr. Tancredo; Mr. Hayworth;
Mr. Osborne; Mr. Flake; Mr. Rehberg; Mr.
Renzi; Mr. Cole; Mr. Pearce; Mr. Bishop of
Utah and Mr. Nunes.

Committee on Science: Mr. Smith of
Texas; Mr. Shays; Mr. Weldon of Pennsyl-
vania; Mr. Rohrabacher; Mr. Barton of
Texas; Mr. Calvert; Mr. Smith of Michigan;
Mr. Bartlett of Maryland; Mr. Ehlers; Mr.
Gutknecht; Mr. Nethercutt; Mr. Lucas of
Oklahoma; Mrs. Biggert; Mr. Akin; Mr.
Johnson of Illinois; Ms. Hart; Mr. Sullivan;
Mr. Forbes; Mr. Gingrey; Mr. Bishop of Utah;
Mr. Burgess and Mr. Bonner.

Committee on Small Business: Mr. Com-
best; Mr. Bartlett of Maryland; Mrs. Kelly;

Mr. Young of
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Mr. Chabot; Mr. Toomey; Mr. DeMint; Mr.
Graves; Mr. Schrock; Mr. Akin; Mrs. Capito;
Mr. Shuster; Mrs. Musgrave; Mr. Franks of
Arizona; Mr. Gerlach; Mr. Bradley of New
Hampshire and Mr. Beauprez.

Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure: Mr. Petri; Mr. Boehlert; Mr.
Coble; Mr. Duncan; Mr. Gilchrest; Mr. Mica;
Mr. Hoekstra; Mr. Quinn; Mr. Ehlers; Mr.
Bachus; Mr. LaTourette; Mrs. Kelly; Mr.
Baker; Mr. Ney; Mr. LoBiondo; Mr. Moran of
Kansas; Mr. Gary Miller of California; Mr.
DeMint; Mr. Bereuter; Mr. Isakson; Mr.
Hayes; Mr. Simmons; Mrs. Capito; Mr. Brown
of South Carolina; Mr. Johnson of Illinois;
Mr. Rehberg; Mr. Platts; Mr. Graves; Mr.
Kennedy of Minnesota; Mr. Shuster; Mr.
Boozman; Mr. Sullivan; Mr. Chocola; Mr.
Beauprez; Mr. Burgess; Mr. Burns; Mr.
Pearce; Mr. Gerlach; Mr. Mario Diaz-Balart
of Florida and Mr. Porter.

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Mr. Bili-
rakis; Mr. Everett; Mr. Buyer; Mr. Quinn;
Mr. Stearns; Mr. Moran of Kansas; Mr. Gib-
bons; Mr. Baker; Mr. Simmons; Mr. Brown of
South Carolina; Mr. Miller of Florida; Mr.
Boozman; Mr. Bradley of New Hampshire;
Mr. Beauprez; Ms. Ginny Brown-Waite of
Florida and Mr. Renzi.

Committee on Ways and Means: Mr. Crane;
Mr. Shaw; Mrs. Johnson of Connecticut; Mr.
Houghton; Mr. Herger; Mr. McCrery; Mr.
Camp; Mr. Ramstad; Mr. Nussle; Mr. Sam
Johnson of Texas; Ms. Dunn; Mr. Collins; Mr.
Portman; Mr. English; Mr. Hayworth; Mr.
Weller; Mr. Hulshof; Mr. McInnis; Mr. Lewis
of Kentucky; Mr. Foley; Mr. Brady of Texas;
Mr. Ryan of Wisconsin and Mr. Cantor.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio (during the read-
ing). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the resolution be consid-
ered as read and printed in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentlewoman from
Ohio?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

MAKING CLEAR THE RESOLVE OF
THE AMERICAN PEOPLE

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, it was
written long ago that without a vision,
the people perish. Tonight, the Presi-
dent of the United States from this
very Chamber will offer a vision of
moral clarity and purpose and resolve
for the American people and the world.

It will be resolve to see our war on
terror through to its just conclusion
and protect our people; it will be re-
solve against any rogue state who,
through its weapons or associations,
threatens our peace and security; it
will be resolve to renew our economy
during struggling recessionary times
and resolve to renew our cities through
a faith-based initiative; and it will be
resolve to keep our promises to seniors
in reforming and expanding Medicare.

The President will describe our chal-
lenges at home and abroad as clear; but
this President, Mr. Speaker, will make
the resolve of the American people to
overcome these challenges clearer still.
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WEAKENING TITLE IX NOT AN
OPTION

(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute and
to revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
condemn any weakening of Title IX.

This week a national commission
will vote on various proposals to re-
form Title IX for the Secretary of Edu-
cation, Rod Paige. Since 1972, Title IX
has made landmark strides to prohibit
sex discrimination in education and to
reverse discrimination against women
in collegiate sports. However, under
one proposal, women would be given
only 43 percent of collegiate scholar-
ships versus the 55 percent of enroll-
ment in universities.

Critics of Title IX are saying that the
law should be revised according to fe-
male interest. However, since its enact-
ment, athletic participation by women
in college has increased five times, de-
spite the lack of resources devoted to
make it an attractive thing to do.

Title IX has been a cornerstone for
improvements for women not just in
sports, but in key areas such as stand-
ardized testing, higher education and
math and science employment. Until
women are equal in all areas, weak-
ening of Title IX should not be an op-
tion.

———

TRIBUTE TO MONIQUE BROWN

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, just last
week a beautiful young woman named
Monique Brown died and went home to
be with her Maker. Monique worked in
my office as my legislative cor-
respondent.

A month ago Monique was released
from the hospital just in time to get
married, giving her husband Chris-
topher the opportunity to love her and
care for her at home. He did so with
amazing integrity and dedication. But
then Monique returned to the hospital,
where she fell into a coma and soon
passed away.

Mr. Speaker, Monique was only 23
years old. She had a strong faith, and,
though she wanted to live, the prospect
of dying did not frighten her at all.

In Psalm 39 David wrote, ‘‘Show me,
O Lord, my life’s end and the number
of my days; let me know how fleeting
is my life.

“You have made my days a mere
handbreadth; the span of my years is as
nothing before You.

“But now, Lord, what do I look for?
My hope is in You.”

Monique’s hope was always in the
Lord, but she does not need to hope
anymore. She is now with her Lord.

———
SADDAM HUSSEIN, A SERIOUS
THREAT TO THE WORLD

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, when we
think of terrorism, we often limit our
thoughts to just Afghanistan, but we
must not forget the despicable role
Iraq has played in supporting, training
and harboring international terrorist
organizations.

There are many reasons why Iraq is
no friend to the free world. There are
many reasons why Saddam Hussein
poses a detrimental threat to the
United States and the entire world.

It has been said time and time again
that Iraq possesses chemical and bio-
logical weapons and that Saddam is
ready and willing to use his arsenal
against innocent civilians, even his
own people. Just imagine what would
happen if Saddam gave these weapons,
capable of killing entire populations,
to terrorists like the al Qaeda.

We cannot bury our heads in the sand
and say, ‘“‘Oh, he wouldn’t do that.”
Saddam Hussein has lied to the words
for over a decade and continues to defy
the United Nations. He not only pro-
vides a safe harbor for terrorists, but
provides them with state-of-the-art
training camps. He cannot be trusted.
He poses a serious threat to the United
States, and he must be disarmed to
protect the freedom and lives of Ameri-
cans.

COMMENDING ANOTHER YEAR OF
PRESIDENT BUSH’S LEADERSHIP

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, President Bush has shown
courageous leadership on many fronts
since his last State of the Union Ad-
dress a year ago.

In November, the President moved
forward in the war on terrorism by se-
curing a unanimous vote by the United
Nations Security Council to force Sad-
dam Hussein to disarm. Day by day,
these inspectors uncover more evidence
of Iraq’s noncompliance and continued
threat to Americans and our allies. As
a result, President Bush is building a
coalition to secure a regime change in
Iraq. On this issue, the President is not
just leading America, he is leading the
freedom-loving world.

The President continues to work
with our allies to capture al Qaeda ter-
rorists wherever they may be hiding,
and he has pushed for the creation of a
new Department of Homeland Security.

I applaud the President for his lead-
ership and inspiration to the American
people, and I know tonight’s State of
the Union Address will send a message
to the world that America is strong,
united, determined and prepared to
take on the challenges of 2003.
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RECOGNIZING THE MERCURY RED-
BONE CELEBRITY TOURNAMENT
SERIES AND GARY AND SUSAN
ELLIS

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
would like to recognize the Mercury
Red Bomne Celebrity Tournament and
their founders, Gary and Susan Ellis,
members of my Congressional district,
for their outstanding commitment to
the fight against cystic fibrosis.

On March 15 of this year, Mercury
Redbone and the Cystic Fibrosis Foun-
dation will hold their fourth annual
10K Walk to Pigeon Key. The walk will
benefit the Cystic Fibrosis Foundation,
an organization dedicated to the fight
and the cure of this disease. Cystic fi-
brosis is the number one genetic Killer
of children and young adults in our
country, and thousands of people have
it.

Please join me in thanking the Ellis
family and Redbone for their commit-
ment to this noble cause.

———

PROMOTING RURAL HEALTH CARE
ACCESS

(Mrs. CAPITO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to urge my colleagues to join me
in supporting efforts to adequately ad-
dress one of the most vulnerable as-
pects of the health care system, rural
America.

This very minute, over 60 million
rural Americans live with the risk of
being without critical health care serv-
ices. We must make sure that we have
meaningful health care reform, guaran-
teeing all Americans access.

In my home State of West Virginia,
50 of the 55 counties are designated as
“medically underserved.” In addition,
physicians in our State, like many
other States, are experiencing a med-
ical liability crisis that threatens to
deprive us of critical care specialists.
This situation has the makings of a
‘“‘perfect storm.”

Whether you live in New York City
or Moorefield, West Virginia, we should
all have access to proper health care.
From ambulance service to community
health centers to hospitals to nursing
homes, millions of Americans are
counting on us to make sure that rural
health care delivery systems will be
there for us when we truly need them.

——

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION 13,
MAKING FURTHER CONTINUING
APPROPRIATIONS, FISCAL YEAR
2003
Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, by direc-

tion of the Committee on Rules, I call

up House Resolution 29 and ask for its
immediate consideration.
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The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 29

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order without inter-
vention of any point of order to consider in
the House the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 13)
making further continuing appropriations
for the fiscal year 2003, and for other pur-
poses. The joint resolution shall be consid-
ered as read for amendment. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the joint resolution to final passage without
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of
debate on the joint resolution equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on Appropriations; and (2) one motion to re-
commit.

SEC. 2. Upon receipt of a message from the
Senate transmitting House Joint Resolution
2 with a Senate amendment thereto, it shall
be in order to consider in the House a motion
offered by the chairman of the Committee on
Appropriations or his designee that the
House disagree to the Senate amendment
and request or agree to a conference with the
Senate thereon.
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Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. FROST), pending which
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. During consideration of this res-
olution, all time yielded is for the pur-
pose of debate only.

(Mr. LINDER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, H. Res. 29
is a closed rule providing for the con-
sideration of a very straightforward 1-
week continuing resolution. The con-
tinuing resolution itself, H.J. Res. 13,
makes further continuing appropria-
tions for the fiscal year 2003. The rule
provides that H.J. Res. 13 will be debat-
able in the House for 1 hour, equally di-
vided and controlled by the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. YOUNG) and the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY). The
rule waives all points of order in con-
sideration of H.J. Res. 13, and it pro-
vides 1 motion to recommit the under-
lying measure.

I want to note that section 2 of the
resolution provides that upon receiving
a message from the Senate transmit-
ting H.J. Res. 2 with a Senate amend-
ment, it shall be in order to consider in
the House a motion by the Committee
on Appropriations chairman or his des-
ignee that the House disagree to the
Senate amendment and request or
agree to a conference with the Senate.
This provision in this section of the re-
port is necessary to permit the Com-
mittee on Appropriations chairman the
authority to offer a motion to go to
conference on the omnibus appropria-
tions bill.

Mr. Speaker, this is a clean con-
tinuing resolution that will ensure
that the United States Government re-
mains open through February 7 and
that all Americans who are expecting
any kind of Federal benefit, a Social
Security check, Medicare payments, or
veterans benefits will continue to do so
without interruption.
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While we can debate the substance of
the continuing resolution in subse-
quent general debate, I will note that
as negotiations continue on the overall
appropriations package, this con-
tinuing resolution will make sure that
ongoing programs are continued at cur-
rent rates under the same terms and
conditions as fiscal year 2002, except
for the defense and military construc-
tion bills that have already been en-
acted into law. Current funding expires
at midnight on Friday, without action
on the continuing resolution that this
rule permits. Therefore, I urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting this
rule so that we may proceed to consid-
eration of the continuing resolution
and ensure that the Federal Govern-
ment remains open until February 7.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

(Mr. FROST asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, two impor-
tant things will happen today on the
floor of this House. First, we will de-
bate and pass yet another continuing
resolution, the eighth temporary stop-
gap measure for a fiscal year that
began almost 4 months ago. This con-
tinuing resolution represents an abdi-
cation of responsibility that has be-
come almost run-of-the-mill under Re-
publican control. Today’s resolution,
which extends the date of the current
CR through February 7, means that Re-
publicans will be 4 months late in ad-
dressing priorities like homeland secu-
rity and the economy. America is
struggling through dangerous, uncer-
tain times; but the Republican Con-
gress may as well still be on vacation.

Republican leaders are hoping this
shameful failure will be obscured by to-
day’s second important event: the
President’s State of the Union address.
The Republican majority is expecting
to hide behind the glib rhetoric we
have all come to expect from President
Bush.

But political slogans only go so far,
especially in the face of the wide and
growing credibility gap facing a Repub-
lican Party that has spent the past 2
years saying one thing and doing an-
other. And no matter how eloquent
President Bush may be tonight, words
alone cannot fix the primary problem
this Republican government has cre-
ated for the Nation at this difficult
time.

Simply put, there are two states of
the Union in America today. For the
vast majority of Americans, these are
difficult and anxious times; but for the
Republican politicians and the privi-
leged few they represent, like the cor-
porate lobbyists invited to the White
House today for a special sneak pre-
view of the State of the Union, the
good times just keep on coming.

It is a tragedy, Mr. Speaker; but it is
the truth. Just take a look around the
country. We will see hard-working
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Americans struggling to make it
through the weakest economy in a gen-
eration. Since President Bush took of-
fice, 2.3 million private sector jobs
have been lost, the worst jobs record
for any President since the end of
World War II. The unemployment rate
is stuck at a 6-year high. We will see
millions of Americans whose retire-
ment plans have been crushed by the
fall of the stock market. The Dow
dropped below 8,000 again yesterday;
and overall, the market has lost tril-
lions of dollars in value since President
Bush took office. We will see fire-
fighters and police officers who still sit
exposed on the front lines of homeland
defense, desperate for help from this
Congress. It has been nearly a year and
a half since September 11, but Repub-
licans have done shockingly little to
increase America’s defenses here at
home.

Mr. Speaker, Democrats have fought
for these priorities. We have proposed
economic stimulus plans to create at
least 1 million new jobs this year, put
money and purchasing power in the
hands of consumers, and provide relief
to struggling small businesses; and we
have tried time and again to make
Americans safer at home by meeting
critical homeland security needs.

Unfortunately for the American peo-
ple, Mr. Speaker, Republicans have the
power in Washington, and just take a
look at the government they control.
We will see an out-of-touch Republican
Congress that arrogantly refuses to do
the job they have been elected to do:
address critical needs like homeland
security and education. Republicans
will not help firefighters or increase
port security, but they have relaxed
their own ethics rules in the House of
Representatives. Mr. Speaker, we will
see a Republican Party that has but
one answer for every problem: budget-
busting tax breaks for millionaires
that will do nothing to stimulate the
economy this year. Soldiers and fire-
fighters are putting their lives on the
line to keep Americans safe at home,
and President Bush is pushing $90,000
tax breaks for everyone making $1 mil-
lion or more a year. Middle-class
Americans are struggling through the
worst economy in a generation, but the
Bush plan would provide half of all tax-
payers with less than $100.

Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, it ap-
pears that Republicans just do not un-
derstand the real state of the Union for
the vast majority of America, because
if they did, they would not insist on
sacrificing the security interests of all
Americans to pay for tax breaks for the
most privileged few. That is just
wrong. It is time that Republicans
stopped stiffing homeland security to
pay for tax breaks for millionaires, and
it is time they stopped using their po-
litical power to divide this great Na-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, last week I attended a
mobilization ceremony for a reservist
in Grand Prairie Texas who had been
called to active duty. These brave men

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

and women are making a great sac-
rifice for their country, leaving their
families and jobs to support our troops
overseas. I was struck by their courage
and by their willingness to put aside
their own personal concerns to serve
their country. That spirit of unity and
sacrifice has made America great for
the past 2 centuries. I hope it is the
spirit President Bush remembers to-
night during his State of the Union and
that the Republican Congress puts into
practice so that we can finally address
our economic and homeland security
challenges.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. OBEY).

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, after 9-11, it became ob-
vious to all of us, I think on both sides
of the aisle, that we needed to equip
the people at the local level who will
respond to terrorist attacks with the
best equipment that we could possibly
find to make certain their equipment
was compatible and safe enough to do
the job. For reasons that I find difficult
to fathom, the White House has re-
sisted efforts to do that on four sepa-
rate occasions.

The first example is what happened
on the supplemental a year ago. After
9-11, the committee, on both sides of
the aisle, agreed that we ought to add
more money for first responders, and
we tried to do that. The White House
strenuously resisted. In fact, at one
point the President personally told us
that he would veto one dime more than
the White House had appropriated for
homeland security items. Despite that
fact, on a bipartisan basis, the House
and the Senate approved $400 million in
funding for first responders in that sup-
plemental.

Then, last year, in their second sup-
plemental which the administration
sent up, they still provided no request
for first responders. Again, the House
and the Senate, acting on a bipartisan
basis in both Houses provided, after
much White House resistance, $551 mil-
lion for first responders for firemen, for
policemen, and the other folks at the
local level who are our first line of de-
fense against terrorist attacks in our
communities. The President vetoed
$350 million of that $500 million.

Finally, the administration did re-
quest $3.5 billion for first responders in
the regular 2003 appropriations bill, but
it then proceeded to back the political
strategy in the House that prevented
the veterans under the VA-HUD bill
from coming to the floor; and it pre-
vented the State, Justice, Commerce
appropriations bill from coming to the
floor. As a result, neither of those bills
which were supposed to contain fund-
ing for first responders, neither of
those bills passed. And then, when the
continuing resolution finally passed,
which was supposed to contain $650
million for first responders, the White
House saw to it that the agency would
not apportion that money among the
States and localities.
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So after we have that track record,
the White House resistance to bipar-
tisan congressional support for adding
money for first responders, the White
House chief of staff went on national
television last Sunday, Mr. Card did,
and told Mr. Russert, the moderator,
and the entire country that the only
reason first responders were not get-
ting their money is because the Con-
gress had not done its job.

Baloney. In capital letters,
NEY.

The fact is that both political par-
ties, on a bipartisan basis in both the
House and the Senate, on four separate
occasions tried to meet our responsibil-
ities in providing the funding that was
needed for first responders and, the
White House, in each of those in-
stances, either flatly rejected the
money or saw to it that they would use
their power in order to squeeze down
the amount of money that we wanted
to provide for those initiatives.

So now, what I am going to urge
Members to do when we get to the reso-
lution today is to vote for a motion
which we will offer which restores that
needed money for first responders.

It is time for two things to happen: it
is time for the White House to stop
peddling fiction about why the first re-
sponders at the local level do not have
badly needed money to deal with ter-
rorism problems at the local level; and,
secondly, it is time for us to actually
get the money out to them so that we
do not have to sit, the next time we
have a terrorist attack saying, gee
whiz, I wish we had done something.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

BALO-

————
O 1230

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on House Joint Resolution 13,
and that I may include tabular and ex-
traneous material.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

——————

FURTHER  CONTINUING APPRO-
PRIATIONS, FISCAL YEAR 2003

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to the rule just adopted, I call
up the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 13)
making further continuing appropria-
tions for the fiscal year 2003, and for
other purposes, and ask for its imme-
diate consideration.
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The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The text of House Joint Resolution 13
is as follows:

H.J. RES. 13

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That Public Law 107-229
is further amended by striking the date spec-
ified in section 107(c) and inserting in lieu
thereof ‘‘February 7, 2003.”"

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 29, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG) and
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
OBEY) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. YOUNG).

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, the legislation before
us, H.J. Resolution 13, is a continuing
resolution to continue to allow the
government to operate through Feb-
ruary 7th of this year. This is merely a
date extension. It does not change any-
thing else. We have not added any
anomalies to those that were pre-
viously agreed to.

We need to pass this CR today for one
very simple reason. If I can just go
back quickly and remember, the last
CR we passed, we actually passed two
CRs, one that was sent to the President
to allow the government to continue to
function, and the other that was sent
to the other body to be used as a vehi-
cle for the final appropriations bill for
fiscal year 2003.

The other body has now worked its
will on that CR. They have added to it,
the remaining 11 appropriation bills
that had not been concluded prior to
the adjournment of the 107th Congress.
We are still awaiting the paperwork
from the other body so that we can ap-
point conferees and go to conference on
that package.

I would say to my friends that there
are many differences between the Sen-
ate version of this appropriations bill
and the House version, so there will
have to be a conference.

If we can receive those papers expedi-
tiously, like today or tomorrow, we
will move to go to conference imme-
diately. Some of the pre-conference
work has already been done, but there
is still a lot more to be done, so we are
anxious to receive the papers. But
since we are not to that point yet in
the process, we do need this CR to keep
the government up and running until
February 7th.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 7T minutes.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to spend
just a moment or two discussing how
we got to this place, and then repeat
for emphasis what I just said on the
rule, so people understand what it is we
are going to be trying to do here today.

We are really in the situation where,
well into the fiscal year, we have yet to
pass 11 of the 13 appropriation bills,
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primarily because the budget resolu-
tion that was brought to this House
floor in the first instance unrealisti-
cally stated what the needs of the
country would be, or the congressional
estimate of what those needs would be.
So to try to keep the session moving
anyway, the majority party brought
out two appropriation bills. Then the
system just sort of fell apart because of
the unreality of the budget resolution,
and we have been stuck with no other
appropriation bills becoming law, so we
have been operating on continuing res-
olutions.

I would ask the gentleman, is this
continuing resolution number 13?
Something like that. I have lost track,
we have had so many of them.

Now we are supposed to pass yet an-
other continuing resolution so that the
House and Senate have more time in
order to put together an omnibus ap-
propriation bill which will at long last
produce funding for all of the domestic
agencies in the Federal Government.
So this proposal is here to give us an-
other week to get that work done.

Mr. Speaker, we have two questions
left. Number 1 is, what is the appro-
priate funding for those appropriation
bills; and number 2, when are we going
to get it done? As far as I know, we
still do not have paper on this side of
the Capitol, so we still do not know
what the Senate has done in detail.

This proposal before us now simply
keeps the government open. The ques-
tion is, what level of funding should we
have in this short-term CR? We believe
that, in addition to the funding that is
being provided under the resolution
being brought to the floor by the gen-
tleman from Florida, we ought to add
another $3.5 billion to fund the first re-
sponders, so that our policemen and
our firemen and our public health peo-
ple can get about the business of pro-
tecting us at the local level. We cannot
expect State governments to provide
this money, because they are in mas-
sive deficits all around the country. If
we do not provide it, it is not going to
get provided.

The second thing we want to do is to
provide $90 million to Centers for Dis-
ease Control for baseline health screen-
ing, so we can do a long-term assess-
ment of the health exposure experi-
enced by first providers at the Pen-
tagon and in New York on 9-11 when
they ran into the combat zone, so to
speak, and experienced an assault by
many chemicals, some of which were
suspected of being highly toxic.

So that is what we want to do. As I
said, I think it is especially important
to do this in light of the misstatement
by the White House Chief of Staff on
national television last week. Last
week, as I said in my earlier remarks,
Mr. Card, the White House Chief of
Staff, told Tim Russert, the moderator
of Meet the Press, that the reason that
the first responders did not have the
money that they needed was because
Congress had not acted on the money
and had tied it up.
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I found that especially quaint given
the fact that the President vetoed the
lion’s share of the money that we pro-
vided for first responders in the supple-
mental last year, money which would
have gone through to the local commu-
nities if the administration had not ve-
toed bipartisan congressional efforts.
So what we see is that on four occa-
sions, as I said earlier, the White House
has either blocked or resisted bipar-
tisan efforts in both Houses to provide
additional money for first responders.

I will ask the House at the proper
time today to approve this motion to
recommit so that we can add this fund-
ing. I want to point out that it will
still keep us within the Republican
budget resolution. We will still have
over $1 billion head room in the Repub-
lican budget resolution if we add this
amendment, because the continuing
resolution is operating at a funding
level significantly below that Repub-
lican funding resolution.

So I do not want to hear any claptrap
on the floor today about how we are
busting the budget with this motion.
We are not; we are staying within the
confines of the Republican budget reso-
lution. But within that, we are saying
it is time, it is time to deliver the
money that the first responders
thought they were going to get a long
time ago, so we can get about the busi-
ness, for a change, of dealing with sub-
stantive problems, rather than ping-
ponging political arguments while we
send no money to the people who are
going to be on the front lines if we
have any further terrorist attacks.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr.
RUPPERSBERGER).

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. Mr. Speak-
er, on the issue of first-line responders,
I was a former Baltimore County Exec-
utive. Baltimore County is a county of
over 750,000 people. The Second District
that I represent has BWI Airport and
the Port of Baltimore. We are very
much concerned about the issue of the
monies being put into the budget as it
relates to first responders.

One of the most important issues
that we have if there is another ter-
rorist attack, which we understand
there will be, is that we need to be pre-
pared. Our police officers and our fire-
fighters are the first responders. Not
only do they need to be protected
themselves, but if they are not pro-
tected, they will not be able to protect
our citizens.

So we urge the President and urge
Congress to move forward with the
monies that are necessary to make
sure that we secure our homeland.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 5 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, I want to walk through
once more what the record is with re-
spect to dealing with this problem.

Right after 9-11, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. YOUNG) and I went down
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to the White House. He and I and our
staff chiefs, when we were locked out of
our offices because of the anthrax
scare, he and I went downtown to the
White House after we had spent a week
talking to every security agency in
town, virtually, trying to find out what
they thought the needs were on the
homeland security front.

We went down to the White House,
expecting to have a give-and-take dis-
cussion about what additional funding
we ought to provide. We ran smack
into the President of the TUnited
States, who walked into the room,
shook hands, sat down, and then said,
and I am paraphrasing, but this is pret-
ty close, he said, well, I understand
some of you want to provide more
money for homeland security; but I
want you to know that my good friend,
Mitch Daniels, tells me that we have
more than enough money in the budget
for our request. I want you to know if
Congress spends one dime more on
homeland security than we have asked
for in our budget, I will veto the bill.
Now I have time for four or five com-
ments, and then I have to get out of
here. That is what he said.

So when my turn came, I expressed
my lack of enthusiasm to that kind of
rigid response, and I proceeded to ask
the President a number of questions
about security threats to a number of
Federal installations, threats which
were serious and classified. We urged
the President to reconsider.

In the end, over White House opposi-
tion, this Congress on a bipartisan
basis provided $4 billion additional
money for homeland security, includ-
ing, I believe, about $400 million for
first responders. Then last year in the
spring supplemental, as I indicated ear-
lier, the White House asked for no addi-
tional money for first responders; so no
money for our policemen, no money for
our firemen, no money for our public
health people.

The House and Senate worked again
on a bipartisan basis, and we provided
$6561 million in that supplemental. The
President vetoed $350 million of that
amount. Then finally the administra-
tion slowly awoke, and it provided $3.5
billion in their budget request for 2003;
but then they cooperated in a proce-
dure that prevented that money from
ever becoming law, because they
agreed with the procedure that kept
the VA-HUD bill and the State-Jus-
tice-Commerce bill from ever coming
to the floor.

So now we are operating under a con-
tinuing resolution which provides $650
million, far less than we need for first
responders. We need several billion
more. Yet, even after the administra-
tion had that authority to spend the
money, they refused to allocate the
money to the States. They have been
fiddling around about proposed formula
changes, rather than getting the stuff
out there so we can accelerate our pre-
paredness at the local level.

If Members think we are ready for
another attack, I invite them to read
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the report of the Rudman-Hart Com-
mission, which spells out that we are
still mortally unprepared to deal with
local attacks.

0 1245

So now we are faced with this situa-
tion, and despite the fact that the
track record clearly shows that the ad-
ministration has been resistent to con-
gressional efforts to provide assistance
to first responders, the White House
Chief of Staff has told the country that
it is the Congress that has not provided
the money, when in fact the Congress
on three occasions did provide the
money or tried to and on each of those
occasions the White House resisted.

So what we will be asking the House
to do is to provide this additional fund-
ing: the $3.5 billion to first responders
and the $90 million for the epidemio-
logical studies of the health impacts on
the firemen and police personnel who
had to respond at the Pentagon and in
New York after 9-11. And we would re-
mind our friends on both sides of the
aisle that this does not bust the budg-
et. If you vote for our amendment, it
will still keep us within the Republican
budget resolution which seems to be so
important on that side of the aisle.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself 1 minute.

Mr. Speaker, I do so to explain to the
Members that first responders are ex-
tremely important to dealing with any
kind of a terrorist attack that might
occur anywhere in the United States of
America. And we will be addressing the
issue of first responders when we do the
final appropriations bill, which I have
talked about in my opening remarks.
But I want to compliment the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) be-
cause he has been very personally in-
volved in identifying not only the
needs of first responders but the needs
of existing security agencies, and po-
lice agencies. And as he pointed out, he
and I both did a very thorough survey
of all of the needs of those agencies, es-
pecially the FBI, for example. Those
will be the things that we will be ad-
dressing very shortly in the final ap-
propriations bill for fiscal year 2003. I
appreciate his interests and I Kknow
they are genuine, but we are going to
deal with them in the regular order.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. KINGSTON), a member of
the committee.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding me
time.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the chairman
and the distinguished ranking member
for raising the point about the first re-
sponders. And I want to say as a mem-
ber of the committee I certainly want
to do everything I can to support ad-
dressing this issue with the first re-
sponders. It is very important. And yet
at the same time, I think we need to go
ahead and pass this resolution today
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because, Mr. Speaker, it is unfinished
business, unfinished from last Con-
gress. There were a lot of dynamics
that kept us from passing it. Frankly,
it kind of got away from the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, otherwise, I
think we would not be standing here
today.

But the reality is, Mr. Speaker, we
need to get this off the table so that we
can move on to other things, address-
ing the economy, addressing Iraq, ad-
dressing Medicare and a prescription
drug benefit, some of the things that I
hope the President will talk about to-
night when he addresses this Chamber.

One of the things I want to mention
is in terms of the situation in the Mid-
dle East, and I guess people are reading
what Mr. Blix and the weapons inspec-
tors’ report is, and they are spinning it
their own way for their own conven-
ience and their own purposes; but it is
very clear that it is a very difficult
question that Saddam Hussein has had
weapons of mass destruction, terrorist
and biological weapons. And the ques-
tion is not so much, well, he won the
scavenger hunt, but did he prove that
he has disarmed. And I think most peo-
ple will agree that that has not been
proven.

I make these remarks, Mr. Speaker,
because in my district a week ago I
stood dock side at Savanna, Georgia,
and then boarded a ship called the
U.S.S. Mendonca, which was named
after Private Leroy Mendonca, who
was Kkilled in the Korean conflict on
July 4, 1951, who was a member of the
Third Infantry Division. That ship is a
special cargo roll-on, roll-off ship that
was loading along with its sister ship
about 450,000 square feet of tanks,
Humvees, personnel movers and heli-
copters, on their way to destinations
not clearly known.

A few days later I stood at the dais at
Hunter Air Field and watched some of
America’s youngest, finest and most
experienced and some of the older sol-
diers boarding airplanes going off to
Kuwait. As I shook those soldiers’
hands, and I went out there a couple of
times, and I want to say parentheti-
cally, great work is being done by a
group called Southern Smiles, the
U.S.0., and the Red Cross in terms of
giving these soldiers some very needed
personal items, but as I stood there and
said good-bye to these soldiers I
thought, they are going off to do their
job, and now it is our turn and my turn
as a Member of Congress to go off and
do my job in Washington, D.C. and that
is to protect the country as we see it
from our standpoint, often through leg-
islation and usually through appropria-
tions. And, therefore, Mr. Speaker, it is
so important that we get this bill fin-
ished up so that we can start the appro-
priations process once more for the
coming term with a special eye to the
troops overseas, and not just in the
Middle East, but all over the globe.

We have a very troubled universe as
we know it, but we have got to get our
modernization continued. We have to
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have our troops ready for any contin-
gency, and we have to have the quality
of life of soldiers in mind at all times.

Mr. Speaker, I urge Members of this
House to support this resolution and
let us get on with next year’s business.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 1 minute.

Let me simply say to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. YOUNG) that as far as
I am concerned he has done everything
humanly possible to try to see to it
that we could provide the needed
money to first responders. He tried
that a year ago on the supplemental
when he was pushed into backing away
by the White House and by his own
leadership, but we still got $4 billion
additional homeland security money in
that bill despite the resistance of the
White House. And he also worked with
us cooperatively to see to it that we
had more money in the supplemental
this previous summer for homeland se-
curity and for first responders. Again,
the White House vetoed those efforts,
so I congratulate the gentleman for his
efforts. I just wish that the White
House had been responsive to them. If
they had, we would not be sitting here
now worrying about the fact that they
still do not have dime one that they
need at the local level.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. TURNER).

Mr. TURNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I want to commend the chairman of
the committee and the ranking mem-
ber for their diligent efforts in trying
to adequately fund our homeland secu-
rity needs. And I think what this mo-
tion to recommit is all about on this
floor today is to try to ensure that we
do that promptly.

I think we all know that September
11 was a declaration of war by terror-
ists against the United States. It was
an unprecedented cruelty perpetrated
against the American people that fore-
shadowed a new age in our country, a
new kind of war, a new challenge. And
this motion to recommit seeks to make
good our response to that challenge.

We clearly confront an enemy that
lurks in the shadows, runs from battle;
and we must be willing to make the
necessary changes in our budgeting and
the necessary sacrifices as a people to
ensure that this new kind of war is won
and won decisively by the United
States.

Today the frontline of the war on ter-
ror is found in places like the airports
in Boston, the hospitals in Houston,
the ports of Los Angeles. Those who
fight this war for America are the po-
lice officers, the firefighters, the
health care workers. They are the first
on to respond to any kind of attack on
our homeland, and they will be there to
respond to those attacks.

Mr. Speaker, in this new kind of war,
the struggle to end an effort by a cruel
and merciless foe, we know that vic-
tory will not come out without a dedi-
cation on our part to seeing this battle
through. The keys to victory are vigi-
lance, preparedness and perseverance;
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and that is why it is also important
today to recommit this bill to ensure
that we put the necessary money in the
bill now to fund these very, very legiti-
mate needs.

I heard a State senator from my
home State yesterday who said, Is
homeland security going to be another
unfunded mandate to the States? The
answer to that should be clearly no. It
is a national responsibility to protect
this homeland; and the only way to do
it is to put the money in the bill now
to take care of these homeland secu-
rity needs that I think the chairman
and the ranking member of this com-
mittee both believe should be in it.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. GUTKNECHT).

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the chairman for yielding me
time.

Mr. Speaker, I just want to correct
something that our colleague from
Texas just said. He said that the only
way to do this is to deal with it in this
bill. This bill is simply a continuing
resolution to Kkeep the government
functioning for another week. There
will be plenty of time for this kind of
debate. I think they will find plenty of
support on this side of the aisle for the
first responders. I do not think there is
anybody over here who does not appre-
ciate what the first responders do. But
the fact of the matter is that the bill
that is before us today is a continuing
resolution to Kkeep the government
open. I think we all agree that that
ought to happen. Nobody here, not on
that side, not on this side, wants the
government to shut down. So the idea
that it has to be done on this bill or it
will not get done is simply not true.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GUTKNECHT. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I was assured that the gen-
tleman said there will be debate on
these appropriations. My only question
is, in which fiscal year will the debate
on the current appropriations occur,
this one or next one? We are starting
to run out of fiscal year.

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, obviously there will
be debate when the matter comes be-
fore the House on the bill coming back
from the Senate. I suspect there will be
additional debate when we take up the
budget resolution and the appropria-
tion bills for the next fiscal year. There
will be adequate time both in that year
and in this year to have that debate,
but that is not the debate for this
afternoon.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GUTKNECHT. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I want to thank him. I am re-
assured because he just said something
very important and precedent setting.
He said when we debate the appropria-
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tions bills for the next fiscal year. We
did not debate the appropriation bills
for this fiscal year. So at least I will
take comfort from an assurance from
the majority that in the next fiscal
year, unlike the current one, the House
may actually debate the appropriations
bills.

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, well, the good news
is this year the House and the Senate
are under the same management. We
do expect thorough debates on all of
the appropriation bills this year; and
more importantly, we expect for the
first time in a year and a half they will
actually have a budget resolution in
the Senate that we can work with and
that will make life easier for both of
us.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 15 seconds.

Mr. Speaker, we have been hearing
we will do it next time around for a
year and a half. Meanwhile, you have
gotten zip to the local people who need
it the most. We were told a year ago,
oh, we will do it down the line. We were
told in the supplemental, oh, we will do
it down the line. Now you are saying
here, we will do it down the line. Do it
now.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself 3 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, we are prepared to do it
now. What we want to do now is get the
continuing resolution off the desk and
get it down to the other body and to
the President. Then we will do it now
on the final wrap up bill for the fiscal
year 2003. And if that is not adequate
to satisfy the needs of the first re-
sponders, then we will have a supple-
mental appropriations bill which will
be before the House very shortly. And
if that does not take care of every-
thing, then we have the fiscal year 2004
appropriations bill; but I think we will
get this job done pretty quickly.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I yield to the
gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman mentioned supplemental. I
would suggest he call the White House
and tell the President to reconsider his
veto of the last supplemental that we
sent to him where he denied us the
ability to get $300 million to those first
responders.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
reclaiming my time, the gentleman
just touched a sore spot, there is no
doubt about that. The Congress and the
President had a little different opinion
on that particular bill.

But I wanted to comment on the re-
marks the distinguished gentleman
from Texas (Mr. TURNER) who just
spoke. He said that this is a national
responsibility. Mr. Speaker, protecting
the homeland, being able to respond to
a terrorist attack or whatever the
threat might be threatens everybody,
not just the national government, not
just the State governments, not just
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the local governments. But the re-
sponse to a terrorist attack has to be a
partnership.

O 1300

The local governments have a respon-
sibility to do things that they do far
better and far more effectively than
the Federal Government. We need the
ability that is provided by local gov-
ernments and local organizations and
local first responders.

In addition, we need the partnership
with the States because the States do
certain things that we cannot do near-
ly as well, and then, of course, the Fed-
eral Government has a major responsi-
bility. So this is not just a national ob-
ligation or responsibility. This is a
partnership.

We all have to be in position to play
our respective roles in responding to a
terrorist attack or preventing a ter-
rorist attack. We all have to work to-
gether. It is not just the Federal Gov-
ernment. And so, again, I go back to
this, Mr. Speaker, let us get this con-
tinuing resolution through the House,
down to the other body and to the
President, and then hopefully, during
that same time period, we will be able
to conference the final appropriations
bill for fiscal year 2003, and then we
will clear the decks for a supplemental
and for the 2004 appropriations busi-
ness.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 10 seconds.

It does require a partnership between
the local and Federal Government. The
problem is the Federal Government
will not come out on the dance floor
and dance. They are leaving the locals
out there alone. They have yet to pro-
vide one dime in new money.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1% minutes to
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
SLAUGHTER).

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
the time.

Mr. Speaker, it amazes me how glibly
we talk about the fact that this is just
another continuing resolution, we are
going to do something later. When im-
mediately after September 11, 2001, we
sprang into action here, passing legis-
lation giving the world and certainly
the people of the United States that
the Congress was not afraid to meet its
obligations, but certainly one of the
most important obligations we have is
to fund the Federal Government.

Instead, we have dithered and dillied
and dallied around discussing con-
tinuing resolutions. The Senate passes
an omnibus bill. We will go to con-
ference with them. We may do another
CR. We just do not know. Are we going
to do two budgets simultaneously? I
really think it is outrageous that so
little attention has been paid in the
country to what has been going on
here. Frankly, it distresses me that
while all this is going on, we are back
home in our districts when I think we
should be here working.
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We made promises after September
11, couple of days later, we are going to
fortify our Army at home. The Presi-
dent and most Members of Congress
went to New York to Ground Zero
promising enormous amounts of help
and to do something about the borders
of the United States.

Mr. Speaker, the borders of the
United States are in disarray. I rep-
resent part of the northern border area.
We are concerned all the time with the
people who come across the border into
Vermont and to Maine. INS told me
shortly after September 11 that there
were 11 million persons in the United
States illegally. They did not know
who they were, where they were or
what they were up to.

We have a mammoth task before us,
and certainly getting the Federal budg-
et straightened out and money back to
the first responders is critical.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I would advise my colleagues that I
have no further requests for speakers,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, how much
time is remaining on both sides?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THORNBERRY). The gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) has 11% minutes
remaining. The gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. YOUNG) has 18 minutes remain-
ing.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3%
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. MENEN-
DEZ).

(Mr. MENENDEZ asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the distinguished gentleman for
not only yielding time, but offering
this most important motion that I be-
lieve that all of us who say we want to
defend the homeland should be on this
floor supporting when the time comes.

Tonight the President of the United
States will come before the Congress
and the Nation. He will talk about the
state of the Union. He will say that our
economy is headed in the right direc-
tion. We believe it is headed in the
wrong direction, but more importantly,
in some respect, he will talk about the
challenges we face abroad.

But we have two wars, Mr. President.
One is the one that you seek to have us
engaged in Iraq. There you are sending
the greatest talent that America has to
offer. You are sending an incredible
amount of equipment. You are sending
billions of dollars.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair requests that the gentleman ad-
dress his remarks to the Chair.

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, the
other war is here at home, and in that
war, America has been left virtually
defenseless, virtually defenseless. In-
stead of putting the best resources, the
greatest opportunity to those people
who I witnessed from my congressional
district which sits on the west bank of
the Hudson for which the World Trade
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Center was, in fact, a part of the nor-
mal landscape, those who responded on
that fateful day of September 11 was
not the Federal Government, was not
the Defense Department, was not the
Federal emergency management.

No, it was police officers and fire-
fighters and emergency management
and hospitals and public health sys-
tems, and to them, we have taken
many pictures, but we have done abso-
lutely nothing about providing one red
cent so that they can be prepared, God
forbid, for the next attack.

Who did the CIA say was America’s
greatest threat? It was al Qaeda and
bin Laden, the greatest threat to ter-
rorism on domestic soil, and yet all of
our focus is elsewhere, and yet the
President takes picture with individ-
uals, with our police officers, with our
firefighters, and no wonder, when they
have not received one red cent, they
say, Mr. President, you have merely
been using firefighters and their fami-
lies for one big photo opportunity. The
Virginia Professional Firefighters As-
sociation and others, the president of
the International Association of Fire-
fighters says, Mr. President, you are ei-
ther with us or against us. You cannot
have it both ways. Do not lionize our
fallen brothers in one breath and then
eliminate funding for our members to
fight terrorism and stay safe.

There is a war here at home, and we
have not prepared nor have we funded
for it. I know that as I have traveled
the country when I chaired the task
force for House Democrats on home-
land security, I can tell my colleagues
that what I heard from first responders
is that the plans we have on the shelf
have nothing to do with chemical or bi-
ological weaponry, has nothing to do
with the potential nuclear activity. We
are not planning for it. We have not
prepared for it, and we do not even
have the equipment to deal with it.

It is time for us not to listen to the
counsel of patience and delay and wait
for the next attack to be prepared. It is
time for us to act now. Vote for the
gentleman’s motion to recommit so
that we can give the first responders in
this country the possibility of respond-
ing to the Nation’s security and the
next possible attack. God forbid, we do
not do this now. We have waited al-
ready too long.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, could I in-
quire again how much time we have re-
maining on each side?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) has
8 minutes remaining. The gentleman
from Florida (Mr. YOUNG) has 18 min-
utes remaining and previously advised
the Chair he does not have any further
speakers.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1%
minutes to the gentlewoman from New
York (Mrs. MALONEY).

(Mrs. MALONEY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks, and include extraneous mate-
rial.)

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, the
rescue workers were there for us when
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we needed them. The question before
this body today is will we, the Federal
Government, be there for them when
they need us? I rise strongly in support
of the gentleman from Wisconsin’s (Mr.
OBEY) motion to recommit that pro-
vides the necessary funding to help
protect this country, but I particularly
want to speak about one program that
was instituted and planned to help the
first responders in New York City, and
that is the $90 million proposed moni-
toring of health care at Mt. Sinai Hos-
pital in New York.

The 12 million that was originally al-
located will run out in July, and only a
small portion of the roughly 40,000
workers, and I mean laborer, fire, con-
struction worker, those that were ex-
posed to these deadly, deadly toxins,
have been screened.

Earlier, in a bipartisan way, we
passed a supplemental, but that was
vetoed, and these heroes need to be
helped, and what I see is sort of the se-
lective amnesia. When it is time to
have a photo op or time to talk about
heroes, everybody is there for the
photo op, but when it comes to the
time to allocate the money to the men
and women who need the health care
and need the continued services, it has
not been there.

Underscoring this is an important
Mt. Sinai study that came out yester-
day showing the illnesses and per-
sistent illnesses caused by 9-11, and I
include it for the RECORD.

| rise in support of Representative OBEY's
motion to recommit, which provides crucial
funding to help protect the country.

In particular, | support the $90 million to
continue the health monitoring at Mount Sinai
hospital for the men and women who were on
the front lines of defense on September 11th
and the days that followed.

Sixteen months after that fateful day, we
must make sure that those brave men and
women who entered a battle zone of a new
kind of war, and are really the first victims of
the war, receive the medical care they de-
serve.

Underscoring the need for this money was
a report released yesterday by Mount Sinai
hospital showing that a majority of ground
zero workers and volunteers screened for
health problems have serious persistent ill-
nesses from the disaster.

The initial screening program which ends
this July will screen only about 9,000 of the
approximately 40,000 rescue workers in need
of medical attention.

Dr. Stephen Levin and Dr. Robin Burton
said the findings showed “disturbing levels of
long term health problems” and that it was
“alarming.” The analysis reveals that over 50
percent of the sample study have pulmonary
illnesses, ear, nose, and throat ailments, or
persistent mental health problems.

They believe the same statistics will hold for
the roughly 3,500 responders they have seen
to date: 78 percent of the participants reported
at least one World Trade Center-related pul-
monary symptom that first developed or wors-
ened as a result of their rescue efforts; 52 per-
cent reported mental health symptoms requir-
ing further evaluation; and only about one-third
of the sample participants had received any
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prior medical care for any of their symptoms
and conditions.

In other words, for about one-third of these
participants, their trip to Mount Sinai had been
their only source of medical care; emphasizing
the critical need to fully fund this program
now, not later, not months down the road.
Medical monitoring delayed is proper health
care denied.

Last week Senator CLINTON, in a bipartisan
effort, again successfully directed $90 million
dollars from FEMA for this purpose. But again
we face the challenge of securing the House
support and the Administration’s support and
leadership to make this happen.

These firefighters are just here to pick up
their check not only for themselves, but for the
ironworkers, the construction workers, labor-
ers, rescue workers, volunteers, and their fam-
ilies who care deeply about their health.

Medical monitoring delayed is proper health
care denied.

The rescue workers and volunteers were
there for us when we needed them, now the
question is will the federal government be
there for them.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1%
minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. CROWLEY).

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. OBEY) for offering this re-
commit motion and implore my col-
leagues all to support it.

Members of the New York State dele-
gation, both Republican and Demo-
cratic, met with retired Marine Corps
General and now director of
antiterrorism for the New York City
Police Department Frank LiButti this
morning to discuss New York City’s
homeland security needs.

Our needs are real, they are deep, and
they are not being reflected in this
budget. The President has talked a
good game of protecting our first re-
sponders, but then why did he veto the
medical monitoring funding of $90 mil-
lion added on a bipartisan basis by the
New York delegation in the summer
supplemental? Mr. Bush said it was not
an emergency.

Many of my friends are firefighters.
Many of those friends are conservative
Republicans. They know and the entire
New York City Fire Department know
the people who first rushed into the
World Trade Center, the people who
lost over 300 of their brothers and sis-
ters that day know that this is an
emergency. Why does not our President
and why does not President Bush rec-
ognize the emergency to protect my
city and all of our major metropolitan
areas from terrorism?

Do we rationally think that if we go
to war with Iraq that al Qaeda and
other terrorist groups will not strike
again? The question is not if, but when.
The sound bites from the White House
are great, and the President, he will
talk tough tonight, and the Republican
leadership here will say that they are
working on it, but the time for back-
slapping is over. It is now time to de-
liver for New York City.

We have missed Osama bin Laden. We
have ignored our firefighters at Ground
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Zero. Let us not ignore them anymore.
Let us recommit and pass the Obey
supplemental bill.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield the
remaining 5 minutes to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. PELOSI),
the distinguished minority leader.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me the
time, and I thank him for his leader-
ship in bringing this very important
motion to the floor.

I stand here beside this photograph of
the first responder with the President
of the United States with great pride.
We can all associate ourselves with
that moment. As the President em-
braces the firefighter, so did the entire
Nation.

On September 11, the whole world
watched in horror when we saw the
tragedy unfolding in New York and
elsewhere and resolved that we must do
everything in our power to make sure
that such a tragedy never happens
again. We also watched in awe to see
the courageous action of the first re-
sponder, the police and firemen. That
is why it is so hard to understand why
we even have to go through this today.

Does not the entire country agree
that these firefighters and policemen,
the first responders, are owed a debt of
gratitude by our Nation? Do we want
people to take risks to save the lives of
others when we will not even fund a
study to take a measure of what im-
pact their courage may have had on
their personal physical health?

In the President’s State of the Union
Address last year, he promised to help
local communities train and equip
their first responders and provide for
other homeland security needs. I lis-
tened with interest as the distin-
guished chairman of the Committee on
Appropriations said that this is not
just a national responsibility, it is also
a State and local.
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It is indeed that. But as elected offi-
cials at the national level, our first re-
sponsibility is to protect the American
people, to make this country safe. Cer-
tainly we do that jointly with the local
and State governments, but they have
incurred tremendous costs, $2.6 billion
as far as the municipalities are con-
cerned; practically $75 billion in terms
of the States in order to help take up
some of our national responsibility
that we have not funded.

And why have we not funded it? Be-
cause the administration and the Re-
publicans have said that, for example,
the $5 billion that was proposed in the
other body as an amendment for first
responders was well-intentioned but
unaffordable. Well-intentioned but
unaffordable. And the $1.5 billion that
Congress passed and the President re-
fuses to spend cannot be spent because
we are on a war-time budget.

How do we explain this to the Amer-
ican people? How do we explain it to
this brave firefighter and his family,
that we can afford a $674 billion tax
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cut, largely benefiting the wealthiest
people in our country, but we cannot
afford $1.5 billion already passed by
Congress for our law enforcement, for
homeland security, and we cannot af-
ford the well-intentioned, but
unaffordable, $56 billion for homeland
security? And this amendment includes
a $90 million study.

Nothing could be clearer in terms of
the need. Nothing could be more spe-
cific in terms of the remedy. Nothing
challenges our conscience more that we
would turn away from the first re-
sponders when they are suffering ef-
fects from the courage that we all iden-
tified with, worshipped at the shrine of,
embraced, yet now we cannot do it. We
are too busy giving $674 billion largely
to the wealthiest people in our coun-
try. Where are our priorities?

So tonight when the President comes
to the floor to give the State of the
Union address, I, like every other per-
son in America, will welcome him with
great anticipation and great respect.
We all want our President to succeed.
We all want to be in as much agree-
ment with him as possible. But we can-
not listen to rhetoric about first re-
sponders. We cannot look at photo ops
and see the sincerity that we know is
there, because our President is a sin-
cere person, if this Congress refuses to
match the compassion with the $90 mil-
lion that is necessary for this study.

I commend our colleagues from New
York for bringing this to our attention
and just say that this all takes place in
the context of rejecting the $5 billion;
rejecting the $90 million, rejecting the
$1.5 million, the pocket veto of the $150
million in emergency responder grants
in August of last year, and the Justice
Department temporarily suspending
award grants to the first responders
that I already referenced, and, accord-
ing to calculations, the slashing in the
budget is roughly $200 million out of
the $3.5 billion for first responders.

It just goes on and on and on. There
is a consistent pattern of saying we
cannot afford this. Well, if we cannot
afford to come to their rescue, how can
we expect them to come to ours? If we
cannot afford to come to their rescue,
how on Earth can we afford a $674 bil-
lion tax cut for the wealthiest people
in America?

I know that is not the sentiment of
this body. I know that is not the senti-
ment of our distinguished chairman. So
let us all follow the lead of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) and
get this over with quickly before more
people find out what is going on on this
floor today; that this House may reject
this $90 million study.

Mr. Speaker, with that I urge my col-
leagues to support the Obey motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THORNBERRY). The time of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) has
expired.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I wanted to thank the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
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PELOSI) and congratulate her. This is
the first chance I have had to con-
gratulate her publicly for her ascension
in a historic way to the high position
of leadership of her party. However,
what it means is that she has removed
herself from the committee that I have
the privilege of chairing. And I would
say that while we did not always agree,
it was always a very distinct pleasure
to work with her as a member of the
Committee on Appropriations. So I
would say to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. PELOSI) that we will
miss her, but I am sure we are going to
see her a lot during the 108th Congress.

I listened to her statement, and I ap-
preciate the fact that she used the pic-
ture, as well as the previous speaker’s
use of the picture, of President Bush
standing alongside a firefighter at
Ground Zero in New York City. Presi-
dent Bush responded quickly and effec-
tively to September 11th. No one can
even challenge that. I think maybe
what is happening here today, while we
are talking about a continuing resolu-
tion, is a lot of debate that has to do
with the regular appropriations bill.
Maybe we are trying to make an argu-
ment where no argument exists.

As I listened to the gentleman from
New Jersey talking about the first re-
sponders at the local level, he is abso-
lutely right. He made the point far
more effectively than I did when I men-
tioned the importance of first respond-
ers. The people on the scene, the people
in the cities, the people in the coun-
ties, are going to respond first to any
event that is of a terrorist nature or a
weapons-of-mass-destruction nature.
They are going to respond. And they do
need the support and the help of the
Federal Government and of the State
governments. The States have some re-
sponsibilities as well.

So we are arguing about something
that doesn’t really need arguing about.
The problem is the motion to instruct
by the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
OBEY) will be dealing with an appro-
priations issue and this bill is a con-
tinuing resolution, that just continues
funding at last year’s level. It does not
create any new programs. It does not
appropriate any new money. The final
bill for fiscal year 2003 that we will be
dealing with is available to deal with
first responders.

But I want to get back to September
11th and this picture. Again, I say I ap-
preciate the fact that the minority
used the picture of President Bush, be-
cause he did respond. He responded in a
local way, in a State way, in a national
way, and in an international way.

Please, do not take the picture away.
It encourages me when I look at it.

The President did a really good job,
but he did it in partnership with the
Congress. Right after September 11th
occurred, the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. OBEY) and I sat down with
our counterparts in the other body, and
we came up with an appropriations bill,
an emergency appropriations bill, of
$40 billion.
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Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I would be
happy to yield to the gentleman from
Wisconsin.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, let me sim-
ply say the gentleman is correct, we
did; and I was immensely proud of the
House on both sides of the aisle for co-
operating in producing that bill, and I
was flabbergasted that that coopera-
tion on the part of the White House did
not extend to our next request to pro-
vide for additional money, including
the first responders.

I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
reclaiming my time, and I was happy
to yield to my friend from Wisconsin,
but I would point out the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) and I sat
down with our counterparts in the Sen-
ate and we produced a bill of $40 billion
that was, I think, passed unanimously
in the House and I believe in the Sen-
ate as well, to make money imme-
diately available to the first respond-
ers, to FEMA, to police, to firemen, to
whoever needed the money after Sep-
tember 11th.

As a matter of fact, we did something
very unusual, Mr. Speaker. Of the $40
billion, we allowed the executive
branch to use immediately $10 billion
with no strings attached to respond to
September 11th, to respond to ter-
rorism, and to do what had to be done
immediately. Then we gave them an
additional $10 billion that they could
basically do whatever they wanted to
with, but there were a few congres-
sional strings. We just required that
they report to us on what they were
doing with that $10 billion.

So the Congress responded rapidly.
The Administration moved quickly.
Then the other $20 billion, the second
half of the $40 billion, we allocated
through the appropriations process;
but we asked the executive branch to
suggest to the Congress how that
money should be used. We did have
some differences, but we worked out a
plan that I think worked fairly well.

Now, there is a lot more that needs
to be done. September 11 was some-
thing that many people in this country
had never seen before. I think the only
thing that really compares to Sep-
tember 11 was December 7, 1941, when
Pearl Harbor was attacked and we
went to war in World War II.

But, Mr. Speaker, this President re-
sponded well. This Congress responded
well. The agencies of the government
responded well. FEMA responded well.
The folks in New York responded well,
the Pentagon in Northern Virginia re-
sponded well, and Pennsylvania re-
sponded well when Flight 93 went into
the ground. The Nation mobilized and
responded very well. So we are creating
an argument here where there is no ar-
gument. But maybe that is part of the
process. You have to have an argument
no matter what you do.

I want to get this CR passed from
here today, and I want to get it off the
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deck; and then I want to be able to pro-
ceed to the conference on the final bill
for fiscal year 2003 where we will again
address first responder-type issues as
well as practically everything else in
the government, except for defense and
military construction, which have al-
ready passed and have already become
law.

So let us pass this CR today. Let us
defeat the motion that would slow
down the process, that would make
this an appropriations bill as opposed
to a continuing resolution. Let us do
that and then get on with our business.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, tonight the President will
give his State of the Union address and
next week the President will release
his fiscal year 2004 budget, and we in
the Congress have yet to pass 11 appro-
priations bills for fiscal year 2003 fund-
ing. We are now on our seventh con-
tinuing resolution. I am concerned that
Congress is abdicating its Constitu-
tional responsibilities. Before the ad-
journment of the 107th Congress, we
had ample time to pass the physicians,
hospitals, nursing homes, home health
services and other health care pro-
viders. Our nation’s seniors deserve
better.

A cornerstone of a stable and depend-
able Medicare program is a system of
adequate and appropriate reimburse-
ments for health care providers. If pay-
ments are too high, or too low, the sys-
tem will collapse and access to critical
care for our seniors will be denied.
Health care providers are being penal-
ized for past federal accounting and
legislative mistakes. Short-term fixes
are necessary to ensure continuing ac-
cess to quality care, while a com-
prehensive and thoughtful system of
determining clinician reimbursements
is developed. Medicare payments to
physicians have already been cut by
$139.4 million. Under the current law,
payments will be cut an additional $695
million over the next three years.

I have been in close contact with
physicians and other health care pro-
viders in the Houston area, many of
whom appropriations bills. Again, we
are faced with uncertainty in the budg-
et process, which we cannot afford with
the condition of the economy.

The latest unemployment figures in-
dicate that nearly 6 percent of Ameri-
cans are unemployed; 17 percent of Af-
rican Americans are unemployed. Our
nation is in an economic crisis that
calls for leadership and a bold eco-
nomic plan.

The nation’s health care system is in
need of reform. Millions of seniors rely
on Medicare for their health care
needs. Any Omnibus Appropriations
Bill and the President’s fiscal year 2004
budget must stabilize the Medicare
program. Many Medicare beneficiaries,
including seniors in my 18th Congres-
sional District, are losing access to
critical health care services because of
the inadequacy of the current Medicare
payment rates.

As a result of physician reductions in
reimbursements, many Medicare bene-
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ficiaries risk losing access to their
work in small- and medium-sized busi-
nesses. They have made good faith ef-
forts to ensure the continuity of com-
prehensive care for their Medicare pa-
tients, but they tell me that they can-
not afford to do this forever. I am a co-
sponsor of the Medicare Physicians
Protection Act, which would impose a
one-year freeze on the physician’s fee
schedule to protect our health care
providers, and the patients who depend
upon them.

Last week, the Senate passed a $390
billion Omnibus Appropriations bill.
The bill was passed with little debate
and loaded with last-minute amend-
ments. The large number of spending
bills included in the Omnibus Appro-
priations package—11 in all—makes
this year’s budget debacle especially
appalling. For instance, a provision in
the bill may have major implications
for how immigration applications are
processed and how much they will cost.
In the Senate Omnibus Appropriations
bill, a provision to re-establish old re-
quirements that immigrants applying
for visas, citizenship or adjustment of
family status pay a surcharge to sub-
sidize the processing of applications by
asylum seekers and refugees was in-
cluded. However, the Homeland Secu-
rity Department bill passed in Novem-
ber removed the surcharge on appli-
cants, which can add as much as $80.00
to a citizenship application. This is one
issue that must be worked out in the
conference committee on the Omnibus
Appropriations Bill. This would ad-
versely affect many of my constituents
applying for visas, citizenship or ad-
justing their status in my 18th Con-
gressional District.

In addition to immigration concerns,
the Omnibus Appropriations bill must
contain adequate funding levels to im-
plement the Leave No Child Behind
Act. We have become a government run
by continuing resolution. I do not be-
lieve our Founding Fathers in their
wisdom with grantings Congress the
authority to raise revenue would have
conceived a Congress not disciplined to
follow our Constitutional mandate.
This process is bad for the country and
a poor reflection on the House and Sen-
ate.

On the issue of the economy, the
President has the wrong plan. It will
not stimulate the economy and create
jobs. The cornerstone of the plan is the
elimination of tax dividends, a pro-
posal, which only helps the wealthy in
this country and does not provide a
stimulus to the economy.

Continuing resolutions, because they
historically have been viewed as
“must-pass’” measures in view of the
constitutional and statutory impera-
tives, became a major battleground for
the resolution of budgetary and other
conflicts. Consequently, the nature,
scope, and duration of continuing reso-
lutions began to change. I recognize
the urgency in passing continuing reso-
lutions; however, Congress must pass a
serious comprehensive appropriations
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bill that adequately funds domestic
programs for our nation citizens from
education to health care.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.

The joint resolution is considered as
having been read for amendment.

Pursuant to House Resolution 29, the
previous question is ordered.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the joint resolu-
tion.

The joint resolution was ordered to
be engrossed and read a third time, and
was read the third time.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT OFFERED BY MR. OBEY

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer a mo-
tion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman opposed to the joint resolu-
tion?

Mr. OBEY. Without the pending re-
commit motion, certainly.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. OBEY moves to recommit the joint res-
olution, H.J. Res. 13, to the Committee on
Appropriations with instructions to report
the same back forthwith with an amend-
ment:

Section 101 of Public Law 107-229 in further
amending by adding at the end:

“Provided further, $3,500,000,000 is available
for Federal Emergency Management Agency,
Emergency Management and Planning As-
sistance, for state and local first responders
homeland security grants to equip first re-
sponders, and $90,000,000 is available for the
Centers for Disease Control for baseline
health screening and long-term medical
monitoring of emergency response and re-
covery personnel exposed to toxic substances
at the World Trade Center site.”

POINT OF ORDER

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, I make a
point of order against the motion to re-
commit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his point of order.

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, I make a
point of order against the motion to re-
commit because it violates section
302(c) of the Congressional Budget Act.
Section 302(c) prohibits the consider-
ation of any amendment that provides
new budget authority for a fiscal year
until the Committee on Appropriations
has made the suballocations required
by section 302(b) of the Congressional
Budget Act.

This motion to recommit increases
the amount of budget authorities pro-
vided by the measure. The suballoca-
tions published by the Committee on
Appropriations on October 10, 2002,
lapsed upon the adjournment of the
107th Congress and no new 302(b) sub-
allocations have been made for the
108th Congress. Hence, I make a point
of order that this motion to recommit
violates section 302(c) of the Congres-
sional Budget Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the
gentleman from Wisconsin wish to be
heard on the point of order?
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Mr. OBEY. I certainly do, Mr. Speak-
er.

The gentleman contends the motion
is not in order because the majority
has failed to file its 302(b) allocations.
If this amendment were to be ruled out
of order, what that would mean is that
the majority has put the fix in in the
Committee on Rules so that they can
bring what they want to bring to the
floor but the minority cannot.

In other words, the minority would
be penalized procedurally for a failure
to act on the part of the majority. I
would find that to be a quaint interpre-
tation indeed. It is patently unfair to
allow the majority to bring up a bill
without filing its suballocations and
then punish the minority for some-
thing the majority has not done.

O 1330

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THORNBERRY). If no further Members
wish to be heard on the point of order,
the Chair is prepared to rule.

As the Chair ruled on January 8, 2003,
supported by the House on appeal, sec-
tion 302(c) of the Congressional Budget
Act of 1974 precludes consideration of
an appropriations measure, including
an amendment, providing new budget
authority after the Committee on Ap-
propriations has received a section
302(a) allocation for a fiscal year until
the committee makes the suballoca-
tions required under section 302(b).

The Committee on Appropriations
has not made the required section
302(b) suballocations, and the motion
to recommit provides new budget au-
thority in violation of section 302(c) of
the Budget Act. The point of order is
sustained.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, if the major-
ity is going to abuse the rules in such
a way that the minority is precluded
from meeting its responsibilities, I
have no alternative but to appeal the
ruling of the Chair.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is: Shall the decision of the
Chair stand as the judgment of the
House?

MOTION TO TABLE OFFERED BY MR. PUTNAM

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, I move
to lay the appeal on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. PUT-
NAM) to lay the appeal on the table.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
dently a quorum is not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 222, nays
196, not voting 16, as follows:

BEvi-

Aderholt
Akin
Bachus
Baker
Ballenger
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Bass
Beauprez
Bereuter
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Bradley (NH)
Brady (TX)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burns
Burr
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Castle
Chabot
Chocola
Coble
Cole
Collins
Cox
Crane
Crenshaw
Culberson
Cunningham
Davis, Jo Ann
Dayvis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeLay
DeMint
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Doolittle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Ehlers
Emerson
English
Everett
Feeney
Ferguson
Flake
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes
Fossella
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Alexander
Allen
Andrews
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Ballance
Becerra

Bell
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boswell
Boucher

[Roll No. 15]

YEAS—222

Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Goode
Goodlatte
Goss
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Gutknecht
Hall

Harris
Hart
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Hobson
Hoekstra
Hostettler
Houghton
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Isakson
Issa

Istook
Janklow
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk

Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
LaHood
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas (OK)
Manzullo
McCotter
McCrery
McHugh
McInnis
McKeon
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Musgrave
Myrick
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Osborne

NAYS—196

Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brown (OH)
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Case

Clay
Clyburn
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Cramer
Crowley
Cummings
Davis (AL)
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Ose

Otter

Oxley

Paul

Pearce
Pence
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts

Platts
Pombo
Porter
Portman
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Saxton
Schrock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shays
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tauzin
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Toomey
Turner (OH)
Upton
Vitter
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
Deutsch
Dicks
Dingell
Dooley (CA)
Doyle
Edwards
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr

January 28, 2003

Fattah Lucas (KY) Rothman
Filner Lynch Roybal-Allard
Ford Majette Ruppersberger
Frank (MA) Maloney Rush
Frost Markey Ryan (OH)
Gephardt Marshall Sabo
Gonzalez Mathgson Sanchez, Linda
Gordon Matsui T.
Green (TX) McCarthy (MO) N
Grijalva McCarthy (NY) ga’whez’ Loretta
anders
Harman McCollum Sandlin
Hastings (FL) McDermott Schakowsk
Hill McGovern ) v
Hinchey McIntyre Schiff
Hinojosa McNulty Scott (GA)
Hoeffel Meehan Scott (VA)
Holden Meek (FL) Serrano
Holt Meeks (NY) Sherman
Honda Menendez Skelton
Hooley (OR) Michaud Slaughter
Hoyer Millender- Snyder
Inslee McDonald Solis
Israel Miller (NC) Spratt
Jackson (IL) Miller, George Stark
Jackson-Lee Mollohan Stenholm
(TX) Moore Strickland
Jefferson Moran (VA) Stupak
John Murtha Tanner
Jones (OH) Nadler Tauscher
Kanjorski Napolitano Taylor (MS)
Kaptur Neal (MA) Thompson (CA)
gelrz‘ré:dy ®D 8gzrstar Thompson (MS)
i y :
Kilpatrick Ortiz $lemey
Kind Owens ownsm
Kleczka Pallone Turner (TX)
S Udall (CO)
Kucinich Pascrell
Lampson Pastor Udall (NM)
Langevin Payne Van Hollen
Lantos Pelosi Velazquez
Larsen (WA) Peterson (MN) Visclosky
Larson (CT) Pomeroy Waters
Lee Price (NC) Watt
Levin Rahall Weiner
Lewis (GA) Rangel Wexler
Lipinski Reyes Woolsey
Lofgren Rodriguez Wu
Lowey Ross Wynn
NOT VOTING—16
Brown, Corrine Gutierrez Smith (WA)
Burton (IN) Herger Watson
Combest Johnson, E. B. Waxman
Cubin Lewis (CA) Wilson (NM)
DeLauro Olver
Doggett Shaw

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THORNBERRY) (during the vote). Mem-
bers have 2 minutes to record their
votes.

O 1851

Messrs. McDERMOTT, RUSH,
RUPPERSBERGER, EVANS, SCOTT of
Georgia, LYNCH, and Mrs. JONES of
Ohio changed their vote from ‘‘yea’ to
una,y‘n

Messrs. RYUN of Kansas, ROGERS of
Michigan, and HALL changed their
vote from ‘‘nay”’ to ‘‘yea.”

So the motion to table was agreed to.

So the decision of the Chair stands as
the judgment of the House.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, | was un-
avoidably absent from this chamber on Janu-
ary 27, 2003 and | would like the record to
show that had | been present in this chamber,
I would have voted “yea” on rollcall vote 13
and “yea” on rollcall 14. Also, | was briefly ab-
sent from this chamber on January 28, 2003
and missed voting on rollcall vote 15. | want
the record to show that had | been present in
this chamber, | would have voted “no” on roll-
call vote 15.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT OFFERED BY MR. OBEY

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I have an-
other motion to recommit at the desk.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair assumes the gentleman is still
opposed to the resolution.

Mr. OBEY. Safe assumption, Mr.
Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. OBEY moves to recommit the joint res-
olution, H.J. Res. 13, to the Committee on
Appropriations with instructions to report
the same back promptly with an amendment
further amending Section 101 of Public Law
107-229:

1. to provide $3,500,000,000 in homeland se-
curity grants to equip first responders, and

2. to provide $90 million for the Centers for
Disease Control for baseline health screening
and long-term medical monitoring of emer-
gency response and recovery personnel ex-
posed to toxic substances at the World Trade
Center site.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) is
recognized for 5 minutes on his motion.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I will not
take the 5 minutes, but let me simply
say that this motion simply does two
things. It would provide that we will
approve $3.5 billion in homeland secu-
rity grants to first responders, and it
will provide the additional $90 million
that is needed to continue the study of
long-term medical effects caused by
the disaster of 9-11 when our firemen
and our policemen and other emer-
gency workers immediately responded
to the hits on the Pentagon and the
World Trade Center.

When those firemen and policemen
and other emergency workers re-
sponded to the Nation’s needs at the
Pentagon and at the World Trade Cen-
ter and in Pennsylvania, for that mat-
ter as well, on 9-11, they did not stop to
ask does this fit in our fiscal year? Are
we going to exceed our budgets? They
simply responded, did their duty, and
did what had to be done. Today I want
to make clear this motion will not bust
the Republican budget. Even if this
money is still provided, we will still be
within the overall ceilings of the Re-
publican budget resolution. So no one
can claim if they vote against this mo-
tion that they did so in order to pre-
serve the sanctity of the budget, reso-
lution because we do not breach it.

I would simply urge the House to
adopt the motion.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I rise in opposition to the motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
we do not have a real argument here
because we are not opposed to pro-
viding this funding, and the only dif-
ference we have is that it does not be-
long on a CR. It belongs in the 2003
final bill, or it belongs in the supple-
mental which will be coming very
quickly. So what I would suggest is
that we defeat this motion, we pass the
CR, and then we get prepared to finish
up the fiscal 2003 appropriations busi-
ness.
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Again, as I pointed out in my earlier
comments, I think what is happening
here is that we are trying to create an
argument where no argument really
exists. We believe in homeland security
and first responders as strongly as any-
body else. We have already proven
that. We have taken the lead in that.
President Bush has taken the lead in
that. We have done a good job as the
majority party in leading this Congress
to deal with the preemption of, and the
need to respond to, weapons of mass de-
struction, and terrorist attacks or
whatever else we may have to face.
And we still recognize the need to do
more.

O 1400

Now, there is a lot of work that needs
to be done. But the funding that is
called for in this motion is going to be
addressed but it does not belong on a
CR.

Let us kill the motion, let us pass
the CR, and then get along with the
rest of our business.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, |
rise in strong support of Mr. OBEY’s motion to
recommit this CR.

By now, we've all read or heard about the
Hart-Rudman Independent Task Force report
stating that the United States remains ‘“dan-
gerously unprepared” for another terrorist at-
tack.

The Task Force determined that first re-
sponders are not prepared for a chemical or
biological attack, their radios cannot commu-
nicate with one another, and they lack the
training and protective gear to protect them-
selves and the public in an emergency. As the
Task Force report stated simply and chill-
ingly—"“The consequence could be the unnec-
essary loss of thousands of American lives.”

| am outraged that this President, who de-
clared war against terrorism, is itching for a
war with Irag, and started sowing the seeds of
conflict with North Korea with his “axis of evil”
speech, is now telling the American people
that we can't afford to invest in homeland se-
curity. It stands to reason that the closer our
nation gets to war, the greater the threat of
another domestic terrorism attack becomes.

When your national security policy stumbles
from a vague declaration of war against an
ideology, to crying foul before the first IAEA in-
spector enters Iraq, to antagonizing national
leaders with name-calling, you can’t afford not
to pay for homeland security.

Federal funds are desperately needed to
equip firefighters, protect our ports and bor-
ders, enhance airport security, defend against
agricultural terrorism, and protect our critical
infrastructure.

I'd like to quote, if | may, a letter | received
from the Mayor of the City of Oakland Park,
Florida. “I am writing to express my deep con-
cern that funding for first responders, prom-
ised nearly a year ago, has still not been pro-
vided to America’s cities, towns and villages.”
| have received similar letters from community
leaders throughout my District, and when they
write expressing concerns about homeland se-
curity, they have my undivided attention. |
would venture to guess that most of my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle have re-
ceived similar letters as well.

| urge you to support Mr. OBEY's motion.
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Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield back my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THORNBERRY). Without objection, the
previous question is ordered on the mo-
tion to recommit.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a
recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 9, rule XX, the Chair will
reduce to 5 minutes the minimum time
for any electronic vote on the question
of passage.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 201, noes 222,
not voting 11, as follows:

[Roll No. 16]

AYES—201
Abercrombie Gonzalez Miller (NC)
Ackerman Gordon Miller, George
Alexander Green (TX) Mollohan
Allen Grijalva Moore
Andrews Gutierrez Moran (VA)
Baca Harman Murtha
Baird Hastings (FL) Nadler
Baldwin Hill Napolitano
Ballance Hinchey Neal (MA)
Becerra, Hinojosa Oberstar
Bell Hoeffel Obey
Berkley Holden Ortiz
Berman Holt Owens
Berry Honda Pallone
Bishop (GA) Hooley (OR) Pascrell
Bishop (NY) Hoyer Pastor
Blumenauer Inslee Payne
Boswell Israel Pelosi
Boucher Jackson (IL) Peterson (MN)
Boyd Jackson-Lee Pomeroy
Brady (PA) (TX) Price (NC)
Brown (OH) Jefferson Rahall
Capps John Rangel
Capuano Jones (OH) Reyes
Cardin Kanjorski Rodriguez
Cardoza Kaptur Ross
Carson (IN) Kennedy (RI) Rothman
Carson (OK) Kildee Roybal-Allard
Case Kilpatrick Ruppersberger
Clay Kind Rush
Clyburn Kleczka Ryan (OH)
Conyers Kucinich Sabo
Cooper Lampson Sanchez, Linda
Costello Langevin T.
Cramer Lantos Sanchez, Loretta
Crowley Larsen (WA) Sanders
Cummings Larson (CT) Sandlin
Davis (AL) Lee Schakowsky
Davis (CA) Levin Schiff
Davis (FL) Lewis (GA) Scott (GA)
Davis (IL) Lipinski Scott (VA)
Dayvis (TN) Lofgren Serrano
DeFazio Lowey Sherman
DeGette Lucas (KY) Skelton
Delahunt Lynch Slaughter
DeLauro Majette Smith (WA)
Deutsch Maloney Snyder
Dicks Markey Solis
Dingell Marshall Spratt
Doggett Matheson Stark
Dooley (CA) Matsui Stenholm
Doyle McCarthy (MO) Strickland
Edwards McCarthy (NY) Stupak
Emanuel McCollum Tanner
Engel McDermott Tauscher
Eshoo McGovern Taylor (MS)
Etheridge McIntyre Thompson (CA)
Evans McNulty Thompson (MS)
Farr Meehan Tierney
Fattah Meek (FL) Towns
Filner Meeks (NY) Turner (TX)
Ford Menendez Udall (CO)
Frank (MA) Michaud Udall (NM)
Frost Millender- Van Hollen
Gephardt McDonald Velazquez



H190

Visclosky Watt Woolsey
Waters Weiner Wu
Watson Wexler Wynn
NOES—222
Aderholt Gibbons Ose
Akin Gilchrest Otter
Bachus Gillmor Oxley
Baker Gingrey Paul
Ballenger Goode Pearce
Barrett (SC) Goodlatte Pence
Bartlett (MD) Goss Peterson (PA)
Barton (TX) Granger Petri
Bass Graves Pickering
Beauprez Green (WI) Pitts
Bgreuter Greenwood Platts
B}ggert‘ Gutknecht Pombo
B}hrakls Hall ) Porter
Blackburn Hort Portman
u; a;

Blunt Hastings (WA) ﬁfﬁ;ﬁ? )
Boehlert Hayes Quinn
Boehner Hayworth Radanovich
Bonilla Hefley Ramstad
Bonner Hensarling
Bono Hobson Regula
Boozman Hoekstra Rehbferg
Bradley (NH) Hostettler Renzi
Brady (TX) Houghton Reynolds
Brown (SC) Hulshof Rogers (AL)
Brown-Waite, Hunter gogers 211\%’))

Ginny Hyde 08ers
Burgess Isakson Rohrabacher
Burns Issa Ros-Lehtinen
Burr Istook Royce
Buyer Janklow Ryan (WI)
Calvert Jenkins Ryun (K8)
Camp Johnson (CT) Saxton
Cannon Johnson (IL) Schrock
Cantor Johnson, Sam Sensenbrenner
Capito Jones (NC) Sessions
Carter Keller Shadegg
Castle Kelly Shays
Chabot Kennedy (MN) Sherwood
Chocola King (IA) Shimkus
Coble King (NY) Shuster
Cole Kingston Simmons
Collins Kirk Simpson
Cox Kline Smith (MI)
Crane Knollenberg Smith (NJ)
Crenshaw Kolbe Smith (TX)
Culbqrson LaHood Souder
Cunplngham Latham Stearns
gav;s, g‘o Ann EaTo}?rette Sullivan

avis, Tom eac
Deal (GA) Lewis (KY) Suweeney.
DeLay Linder Tauzin
DeMint LoBiondo Taylor (NC)
Diaz-Balart, L. Lucas (OK) Terry
Diaz-Balart, M. Manzullo Thomas
Doolittle McCotter Thornberry
Dreier McCrery Tiahrt
Duncan McHugh . X
Dunn MecInnis Tiberi
Ehlers McKeon Toomey
Emerson Mica Turner (OH)
English Miller (FL) Upton
Everett Miller (MI) Vitter
Feeney Miller, Gary Walden (OR)
Ferguson Moran (KS) Walsh
Flake Murphy Wamp
Fletcher Musgrave Weldon (FL)
Foley Myrick Weldon (PA)
Forbes Nethercutt Weller
Fossella Ney Whitfield
Franks (AZ) Northup Wicker
Frelinghuysen Norwood Wilson (SC)
Gallegly Nunes Wolf
Garrett (NJ) Nussle Young (AK)
Gerlach Osborne Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—11

Brown, Corrine Herger Shaw
Burton (IN) Johnson, E. B. Waxman
Combest Lewis (CA) Wilson (NM)
Cubin Olver

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members are advised they
have 2 minutes remaining in this vote.

O 1416
Mr. GILLMOR changed his vote from
“aye’ to “no.”
So the motion to recommit was re-
jected.
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The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 15, Table the Ap-
peal of the Ruling of the Chair (House Joint
Resolution 13), had | been present, | would
have voted “no.”

Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 16, On Motion
to Recommit with Instructions (House Joint
Resolution 13), had | been present, | would
have voted “aye.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THORNBERRY). The question is on the
joint resolution.

The joint resolution was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

ELECTION OF MAJORITY MEMBER-
SHIP TO COMMITTEE ON HOUSE
ADMINISTRATION

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Republican Conference, 1
call up a privileged resolution (H. Res.
34) election of majority membership on
the Committee on House Administra-
tion, and ask for its immediate consid-
eration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 34

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be, and are hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committee of the House of
Representatives: Committee on House Ad-
ministration: Mr. EHLERS; Mr. MICA; Mr.
LINDER; Mr. DOOLITTLE and Mr. REYNOLDS.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 111

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY) be removed as a cosponsor of H.R.
111.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

———————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair desires to make an announce-
ment.

After consultation with the majority
and minority leaders, and with their
consent and approval, the Chair an-
nounces that tonight when the two
Houses meet in joint session to hear an
address by the President of the United
States, only the doors immediately op-
posite the Speaker and those on his left
and right will be open.

No one will be allowed on the floor of
the House who does not have the privi-
lege of the floor of the House.

Due to the large attendance that is
anticipated, the Chair feels that the
rule regarding the privileges of the
floor must be strictly adhered to.
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Children of Members will not be per-
mitted on the floor, and the coopera-
tion of all Members is requested.

The practice of reserving seats prior
to the joint session by placard will not
be allowed. Members may reserve their
seats by physical presence only fol-
lowing the security sweep of the Cham-
ber.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will now recognize Members for
Special Orders until 5 p.m., at which
time the Chair will declare the House
in recess.

——————

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THORNBERRY). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, and
under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.

————

REVISIONS TO THE 302(a) ALLOCA-
TIONS AND BUDGETARY AGGRE-
GATES ESTABLISHED BY THE
CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS ON
THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEARS
200  AND 200

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. NUSSLE) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker. | am transmitting
a status report on the current levels of on-
budget spending and revenues for fiscal year
2003 and for the five-year period of fiscal
years 2003 through 2007. This report is nec-
essary to facilitate the application of sections
302 and 311 of the Congressional budget Act
and section 301 of House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 353, which is currently in effect as a con-
current resolution on the budget in the House.
This status report is current through January
27, 2003.

The “current level” refers to the amounts of
spending and revenues estimated for each fis-
cal year based on laws enacted or awaiting
the President’s signature.

The first table in the report compares the
current levels of total budget authority, outlays,
and revenues with the aggregate levels set
forth by H. Con. Res. 353. The comparison is
needed to enforce section 311(a) of the Budg-
et Act, which creates a point of order against
measures that would breach the budget reso-
lution’s aggregate levels. The table does not
show budget authority and outlays for years
after fiscal year 2003 because appropriations
for those years have not yet been considered.

The second table compares the current lev-
els of budget authority and outlays for discre-
tionary action by each authorizing committee
with the *“section 302(a)” allocations made
under H. Con. Res. 353 for fiscal year 2003
and fiscal year 2003 through 2007. “Discre-
tionary action” refers to legislation enacted
after the adoption of the budget resolution. A
separate allocation for the Medicare program,
as established under section 231(d) of the
budget resolution, is shown for fiscal year
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2003 and fiscal years 2003 through 2012. This
comparison is needed to enforce section
302(f) of the Budget Act, which creates a point
of order against measures that would breach
the section 302(a) discretionary action alloca-
tion of new budget authority for the committee
that reported the measure. It is also needed to
implement section 311(b), which exempts
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committees that comply with their allocations
from the point of order under section 311(a).

The third table gives the current level for
2004 of accounts identified for advance appro-
priations under section 301 of H. Con. Res.
353 printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.
This list is needed to enforce section 301 of
the budget resolution,which creates a point of

H191

order against appropriation bills that contain
advance appropriations that are: (i) not identi-
fied in the statement of managers or (ii) would
cause the aggregate amount of such appro-
priations to exceed the level specified in the
resolution.
REPORT TO THE SPEAKER FROM THE
COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET

STATUS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2003 CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET ADOPTED IN H. CON. RES. 353
Reflecting Action Completed as of January 27, 2003 (On-budget amounts, in million of dollars)

Fiscal year 2003 Fiscal years 2003-2007

Appropriate Level:

Budget Authority

Outlays

Current Level:
Budget Authority

Outlays

Current Level over (+)/ under (-) Appropriate Level:
Budget Authority

Outlays

1,784,073 na.
1,765,225 n.a.
1,531,893 8,671,656
1,769,984 n.a.
1,756,173 n.a.
1,535,583 8,696,643
-14,089 na.
-9,052 n.a.
3,690 24,987

n.a. = Not applicable because annual appropriations Acts for fiscal years 2004 through 2007 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress.

Budget Authority—Enactment of measures
providing new budget authority for FY 2003
in excess of $14,089,000,000 (if not already in-
cluded in the current level estimate) would
cause FY 2003 budget authority to exceed the
appropriate level set by H. Con. Res. 353.

Outlays—Enactment of measures providing
new outlays for FY 2003 in excess of

$9,052,000,000 (if not already included in the
current level estimate) would cause FY 2003
outlays to exceed the appropriate level set
by H. Con. Res. 353.

Revenues—Enactment of measures that
would result in revenue reduction for FY 2003
in excess of $3,690,000,000 (if not already in-
cluded in the current level estimate) would

cause revenues to fall below the appropriate
level set by H. Con. Res. 353.

Enactment of measures resulting in rev-
enue reduction for the period FY 2003
through 2007 in excess of $24,987,000,000 (if not
already included in the current level esti-
mate) would cause revenues to fall below the
appropriate levels set by H. Con. Res. 353.

DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR DISCRETIONARY ACTION

Reflecting Action Completed as of January 27, 2003
(Fiscal years, in millions of dollars)

2003 2003-2007 total 20032012 total
House committee
BA Outlays BA Outlays BA Outlays

Agriculture

Allocation 7,825 7,271 37,017 34,479 n.a. n.a.

Current Level ! 8,532 8,406 49,206 47,592 n.a. na.

Difference 707 1,135 12,189 13,113 n.a. na.
Armed Services

Allocation 516 516 5,804 5,804 n.a. na.

Current Level 111 111 2,170 2,170 n.a. n.a.

Difference —405 —405 —3,634 —3,634 n.a. n.a.
Education and the Workforce

Allocation 0 0 0 0 n.a. na.

Current Level 0 0 0 0 n.a. na.

Difference 0 0 0 0 n.a. na.
Energy and Commerce

Allocation 95 59 2,709 2,649 n.a. n.a

Current Level 776 776 405 289 n.a. na.

Difference 681 717 —2,304 —2,360 n.a. n.a.
Financial Services

Allocation 0 n.a. na.

Current Level 640 650 6,233 6,238 n.a. n.a.

Difference 640 650 6,233 6,238 n.a. na.
Government Reform

Allocation 0 0 0 0 n.a. na.

Current Level 0 0 7 7 n.a. n.a.

Difference 0 0 7 7 n.a. na.
House Administration

Allocation 0 0 0 0 n.a. na.

Current Level 0 0 0 0 n.a. n.a.

Difference 0 0 0 0 n.a. na.
International Relations

Allocation 0 0 0 0 n.a. na.

Current Level 13 265 75 327 n.a. na.

Difference 13 265 75 327 n.a. na.
Judiciary

Allocation 0 0 0 0 n.a. na.

Current Level 7 7 11 11 n.a. na.

Difference 7 7 11 11 n.a. na.
Resources

Allocation 0 0 700 700 n.a. na.

Current Level 0 - 2 - n.a. na.

Difference 0 3 —698 —701 n.a. na.
Science

Allocation 0 0 0 0 n.a. na.

Current Level 0 0 0 0 n.a. na.

Difference 0 0 0 0 n.a. na.
Small Business

Allocation 0 0 0 0 n.a. na.

Current Level 0 0 0 0 n.a. na.

Difference 0 0 0 0 n.a. na.
Transportation and Infrastructure

Allocation 0 0 17,476 0 n.a. n.a.

Current Level 3 15 24 n.a. na.

Difference 3 6 —17,461 24 n.a. na.
Veterans’ Affairs

Allocation 0 0 0 0 n.a. na.

Current Level 1 1 2 2 n.a. n.a.

Difference 1 1 2 2 n.a. na.
Ways and Means

Allocation 2,203 174 7,855 5,861 n.a. na.

Current Level 7913 7,808 10,575 10,448 n.a. n.a.

Difference 5710 7,634 2,720 4,587 n.a. na.
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DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR DISCRETIONARY ACTION—Continued

Reflecting Action Completed as of January 27, 2003
(Fiscal years, in millions of dollars)

2003 2003-2007 total 2003-2012 total
House committee
BA Outlays BA Outlays BA Outlays
Medicare
Allocation 4,650 4,575 na. n.a. 347,270 347,270
Current Level 0 0 n.a na. 0 0
Difference — 4,650 — 4575 n.a. n.a. — 347,270 — 347,270

1HR2646, the Farm Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002, was enacted May 13, 2002, prior to the adoption of the FY2003 House Budget Resolution on May 22, 2002.
Note: HR5005, an act to establish the Department of Homeland Security, and for other purposes, was enacted November 25, 2002. That legislation, which increased direct spending, is not reflected in the table above because the tem-
porary committee that reported the legislation was not contemplated at the time that H. Con. Res. 353 was passed by the House.

STATEMENT OF FY2004 ADVANCE APPRO-
PRIATIONS UNDER SECTION 301 OF H.
CON. RES. 353

Reflecting Action Completed as of January
27, 2003

(IN MILLIONS OF DOLLARS)

Budget Authority

Appropriate Level 23,178
Current Level:
Labor, Health and Human Services,
Education Subcommittee
Employment and Training Ad-
ministration ............coc 0
Education for the Disadvantaged 0
School Improvement ................... 0
Children and Family Services
(head start) .....cocoeeveveiiiiininnennn, 0
Special Education .........c..ceceueenee. 0
Vocational and Adult Education 0
Transportation Subcommittee
Transportation (highways; tran-
sit; Farley Building) ................. 0
Treasury, General Government
Subcommittee
Payment to Postal Service .......... 0
Veterans, Housing and Urban De-
velopment Subcommittee
Section 8 Renewals ......c...ccceceuneee. 0
Total .ooviniiiiiiiii 0
Current Level over (+)/under (—) Ap-
propriate Level ......cccooeveiiiiiiiiiiniann. —23,178

U.S. CONGRESS,
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE,
Washington, DC, January 28, 2003.
Hon. JIM NUSSLE,
Chairman, Committee on the Budget,
U.S. House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The attached report
shows the effects of Congressional action on
the fiscal year 2003 budget and is current
through January 27, 2003. This report is sub-
mitted under section 308(b) and in aid of sec-
tion 311 of the Congressional Budget Act, as
amended.

The estimates of budget authority, out-
lays, and revenues are consistent with the
technical and economic assumptions of H.
Con. Res. 353, the Concurrent Resolution on
the Budget for Fiscal Year 2003. The budget
resolution figures incorporate revisions sub-
mitted by the Committee on the Budget to
the House to reflect funding for emergency
requirements. Those revisions are required
by section 314 of the Congressional Budget
Act, as amended.

Since my last letter dated October 16, 2003,
the Congress has cleared and the President
has signed the following acts that changed
budget authority, outlays, or revenues for
2003:

The Defense Appropriations Act (Public
Law 107-248);

The Military Construction Appropriations
Act (Public Law 107-249);

The 21st Century Department of Justice
Authorization Act (Public Law 107-273);

An act to amend section 527 of the Internal
Revenue Code (Public Law 107-276);

The Clark County Conservation of Public
Land and Natural Resources Act of 2002
(Public Law 107-282);

The Maritime Transportation Security Act
of 2002 (Public Law 107-295);

The Homeland Security Act of 2002 (Public
Law 107-296);

The Terrorism Risk Protection Act (Public
Law 107-297);

The Great Lakes and Lake Champlain Act
of 2002 (Public Law 107-303);

An act amending title 5, United States
Code, to allow certain catch-up contribu-
tions to the Thrift Savings Plan (Public Law
107-304);

The Bob Stump National Defense Author-
ization Act, 2003 (Public Law 107-314);

The Veterans Benefits Act of 2002 (Public
Law 107-330);

An act amending title 10, United States
Code, to make mineral leasing receipts avail-
able for environmental restoration (Public
Law 107-345);

An act to extend the periods of authoriza-
tion for the Secretary of the Interior to im-
plement certain construction projects (Pub-
lic Law 107-375);

An act to provide for a 5-month extension
of the Temporary Extended Unemployment
Compensation Act of 2002 (Public Law 108-1);
and

Three acts making continuing appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2003 (Public Law 107-244,
Public Law 107-294 and Public Law 108-2).

The effects of these new laws are identified
in the enclosed table.

Sincerely,
BARRY B. ANDERSON,
Acting Director.
Attachment.

FISCAL YEAR 2003 HOUSE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT AS OF JANUARY 27, 2003

[In millions of dollars]

Budget authority Outlays Revenues
Enacted before the 2nd session of the 107th Congress:
R 0 0 1,536,324
Permanents and other ding legislation 1,086,964 1,035,176 0
Appropriation legislation 0 313,591 0
Offsetting receipts — 346,866 — 346,866 0
Total, p ly enacted 740,098 1,001,901 1,536,324
Enacted in 2nd session of the 107th Congress:
Job Creation and Worker Assistance Act of 2002 (P.L. 107-147) 3,524 3,587 0
Farm Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (P.L. 107-171) 8,532 8,406 0
Public Health Security and Bioterrorism Preparedness and Response Act of 2002 (P.L. 107-188) 1 1 0
Auction Reform Act of 2002 (P.L. 107-195) 775 775 0
Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002 (P.L. 107-204) 40 36 43
2002 Supplemental Appropriations Act for Further Recovery from and Response to Terrorist Acts on the United States (P.L. 107-206) 0 8,342 —60
Trade Act of 2002 (P.L. 107-210) 388 312 —669
Foreign Relations Authorization Act, 2003 (P.L. 107-228) 13 265 1
An act making continuing appropriations, 2003 (P.L. 107-229) 146 94 0
An act making further continuing appropriations, 2003 (P.L. 107-240) 1,110 260 0
Defense Appropriations Act, 2002 (P.L. 107-248) 355,108 239,334 0
Military Construction Appropriations Act, 2003 (P.L. 107-249) 10,499 2,122 0
21st Century Department of Justice Authorization Act (P.L. 107-273) —1,105 —255 0
An act to amend section 527, Internal Revenue Code, to eliminate notification return requirements for state and local party committees (P.L. 107-276) ..........ccccoovevvvreeenes 0 0 -2
Clark County Conservation of Public Land and Natural Resources Act of 2002 (P.L. 107-282) 0 -1 0
An act making further continuing appropriations, 2003 (P.L. 107-294) 118 141 0
Maritime Transportation Security Act of 2002 (P.L. 107-295) 3 3 0
Homeland Security Act of 2002 (P.L. 107-296) 418 418 0
Terrorism Risk Protection Act (P.L. 107-297) 600 614 0
Great Lakes and Lake Champlain Act of 2002 (P.L. 107-303) 0 3 0
An act amending title 5, United States Code, to allow certain catch-up contributions to the Thrift Savings Plan (P.L. 107-304) 0 0 -29
Bob Stump National Defense Authorization Act, 2003 (P.L. 107-314) 111 111 0
Veterans Benefits Act of 2002 (P.L. 107-330) 0
An act amending title 10, United States Code, to make mineral leasing receipts available for environment restoration (P.L. 107-345) 2 0 0
An act to extend the periods of authorization for the Secretary of the Interior to implement certain construction projects (P.L. 107-375) -2 -2 0
An act for the relief of Barbara Makuch (Pvt. L. 107-3) 1 1 0
An act for the relief of Eugene Makuch (Pvt. L. 107-4) 1 1 0
Total, enacted in the second session of the 107th Congress 380,284 265,169 —716
Enacted in the first session of the 108th Congress:
An act to provide for a 5-month extension of the Temporary Extended Unemployment Compensation Act of 2002 (P.L. 108-1) 7,250 7,250 0
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FISCAL YEAR 2003 HOUSE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT AS OF JANUARY 27, 2003—Continued

[In millions of dollars]

Budget authority Outlays Revenues
Continuing Resolution:
An act making further continuing appropriations, 2003 (P.L. 108-2) 355,245 195,163 —-25
Entitlements and Mandatories:

Budget resolution baseline estimates of appropriated entitlements and other mandatory programs not yet enacted 288,455 286,690 0
Total Current Level 1,23 1,769,984 1,756,173 1,535,583
Total Budget Resolution 1,784,073 1,765,225 1,531,893

Current Level Over Budget Resolution 0 3,690
Current Level Under Budget Resolution —14,089 —9,052 0
Memorandum:

Revenues, 2003-2007:

House Current Level 0 0 8,696,643
House Budget Resolution 0 0 8,671,656
Current Level Over Budget Resolution 0 0 24,987

1Section 314 of the Congressional Budget Act, as amended, requires that the House Budget Committee revise the budget resolution to reflect funding provided in bills reported by the House for emergency requirements. To date, the
Budget Committee has increased the outlay allocation in the budget resolution by $8,793 million for this purpose. Of this amount, $400 million is not included in the current level because the funding has not yet been enacted.
2For purposes of enforcing section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act in the House, the budget resolution does not include budget authority or outlays for Social Security administrative expenses. As a result, current level excludes

these items.

3For comparability purposes, current level budget authority excludes $1,348 million for mass transit that is included in the continuing resolution total. The budget authority for mass transit, which is exempt from the allocations made
for the discretionary categories pursuant to sections 302(a)(1) and 302(b)(1) of the Congressional Budget Act, is not included in H. Con. Res. 353. Total budget authority including mass transit is $1,771,332 million.

Source: Congressional Budget Office.
Notes: P.L. = Public Law.

REVISIONS TO ALLOCATION FOR
HOUSE COMMITTEE ON APPRO-
PRIATIONS

The Speaker pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. NUSSLE) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, section 3(a)(4)
of House Resolution 5 provides that House
Concurrent Resolution 353 of the One Hun-
dred Seventh Congress, as adopted by the
House, shall have force and effect in the
House as though the One Hundred Eight Con-
gress has adopted a concurrent resolution on
the budget. That paragraph also directs me to
submit for printing in the Congressional
Record: (1) the allocations contemplated by
section 302(a) of the Congressional Budget

Act of 1974 under a concurrent resolution on
the budget; (2) accounts identified for advance
appropriations, referred to in section 301(b) of
House Concurrent Resolution 353 of the One

ALLOCATIONS OF SPENDING AUTHORITY TO HOUSE COM-
MITTEES 1—APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE—Continued

[In millions of dollars]

Hundred Seventh Congress; and (3) an esti- 2003
mated unified surplus, referred to in section Highways*:
211 of such concurrent resolution. BA
- . or 28,761
The attached tables, which | submit for s Transit
printing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as di- B S
rected, provide the required information. Conservation® '
1,922
ALLOCATIONS OF SPENDING AUTHORITY TO HOUSE or ST : 1872
otal Discretionary Action:
COMMITTEES 1—APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE BA 749,096
- T 785,191
[In millions of dollars] Current Law Mandatory:
BA 350,116
2003 ot 353,319
General Purpose*: 1 Reflecting allocation adjustments through the end of the 107th Con-
BA 747,174 gress.
oT 748,528 *Shown for display purposes only.

ALLOCATIONS OF SPENDING AUTHORITY OF HOUSE COMMITTEES!: COMMITTEES OTHER THAN APPROPRIATIONS

[By fiscal year in millions of dollars]

Total
2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
2003-2007  2003-2012
Agriculture Committee:
Current Law Base:
BA 36,573 35,545 34,841 34,241 34,889 176,089 n.a.
or 33,247 33,726 32,788 32,283 32,885 164,929 n.a.
Discretionary Action:
BA 7,825 7,604 7,198 7,249 7,141 37,017 n.a.
or 1211 7,019 6,688 6,727 6,774 34,479 n.a.
Total:
BA 44,398 43,149 42,039 41,490 42,030 213,106 n.a.
or 40,518 40,745 39,476 39,010 39,659 199,408 n.a.
Armed Services Committee:
Current Law Base:
BA 76,090 78,358 80,609 83,134 85,779 403,970 n.a.
or 75,258 71,722 80,228 82,780 85,466 401,454 n.a.
Discretionary Action:
BA 516 652 1,025 1,605 2,006 5,804 n.a.
or 516 652 1,025 1,605 2,006 5,804 n.a.
Total:
BA 76,606 79,010 81,634 84,739 87,785 409,774 n.a.
() 75,774 78,374 81,253 84,385 87,472 407,258 n.a.
Committee on Education and the Workforce—Current Law Base:
BA 4,633 4,325 4709 4885 5,066 23,618 n.a.
ot 3,264 3,172 3475 3,604 3,744 17,259 n.a.
Energy and Commerce Committee:
Current Law Base:
BA 10,248 10,017 11,164 11,498 12,503 55,430 n.a.
ot 11,401 11,496 11,562 11,871 11,881 58,211 n.a.
Discretionary Action:
BA 95 285 606 801 922 2,709 n.a.
ot 59 272 598 798 922 2,649 n.a.
Total:
BA 10,343 10,302 11,770 12,299 13,425 58,139 n.a.
ot 11,460 11,768 12,160 12,669 12,803 60,860 n.a.
Financial Services Committee—Current Law Base:
BA 7,985 8,428 8,249 8,053 8,574 41,289 n.a.
ot 2,696 1,578 541 —165 —344 4,306 na.
Government Reform Committee—Current Law Base:
BA 66,536 69,943 73,568 76,706 79,236 365,989 n.a.
ot 65,527 68,971 72,573 75,714 78,253 361,038 n.a.
Committee on House Administration—Current Law Base:
BA 82 85 85 82 81 415 n.a.
ot 37 161 18 14 14 244 na.
International Relations Committee—Current Law Base:
BA 10,069 10,390 10,705 10,952 11,287 53,403 n.a.
ot 10,075 10,127 10,364 10,591 10,864 52,021 n.a.
Judiciary Committee—Current Law Base:
BA 6,404 5,133 5116 5,092 5112 26,857 n.a.
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ALLOCATIONS OF SPENDING AUTHORITY OF HOUSE COMMITTEES!: COMMITTEES OTHER THAN APPROPRIATIONS—Continued

[By fiscal year in millions of dollars]

Total

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
2003-2007  2003-2012
or 5,763 5613 5,281 5,148 5,180 26,985 n.a.
Resources Committee:
Current Law Base:
BA 2,537 2,430 2,371 2,394 2,392 12,124 n.a.
or 2471 2313 2,052 2,297 2,154 11,287 n.a.
Discretionary Action:
BA 0 113 498 89 0 700 n.a.
or 0 113 498 89 0 700 n.a.
Total:
BA 2,537 2,543 2,869 2,483 2,392 12,824 n.a.
ot 2471 2,426 2,550 2,386 2,154 11,987 n.a.
Science Committee—Current Law Base:
BA 143 20 17 17 18 215 n.a.
or 147 102 56 29 24 358 n.a.
Small Business Committee—Current Law Base:
BA 3 2 1 1 1 8 n.a.
ot —238 —88 —32 —30 —28 —416 n.a.
Transportation and Infrastructure Committee:
Current Law Base:
BA 54,029 51,640 50,234 50,657 50,932 257,492 n.a.
or 14,910 12,014 10,429 10,651 10,774 58,778 n.a.
Discretionary Action:
BA 0 4,369 4,369 4,369 4,369 17,476 n.a.
or 0 0 0 0 0 0 n.a.
Total:
BA 54,029 56,009 54,603 55,026 55,301 274,968 n.a.
ot 14,910 12,014 10,429 10,651 10,774 58,778 na.
Veterans’ Affairs Committee—Current Law Base:
1,629 2,055 2,543 3,082 3,633 12,942 n.a.
ot 1,570 1,999 2,590 3,065 3,431 12,655 n.a.
Ways and Means Committee:
Current Law Base:
BA 643,804 661,849 684,591 701,838 721,703 3,419,785 n.a.
ot 645,017 661,964 684,461 701,118 727,005 3,419,565 n.a.
Discretionary Action:
BA 2,203 858 1,280 1,639 1,875 7,855 n.a.
ot 174 853 1,231 1,660 1,943 5,861 n.a.
Total:
BA 646,007 662,707 685,871 703,477 729,578 3,427,640 na.
or 645,191 662,817 685,692 702,778 728,948 3,425,426 n.a.
Current Law Base, Medicare:
BA 174,977 180,768 193,068 197,062 211,086 na. 2,224,058
or 174,843 181,045 192,994 196,851 211,379 na. 2,223,844
Discretionary Action:
BA 4,650 n.a. na. na. na. na. 347,270
0T 4,575 n.a. n.a. na. na. na. 347,270
Total:
BA 174,977 180,768 193,068 197,062 211,086 na. 2,224,058
or 174,843 181,045 192,994 196,851 211,379 n.a. 2,223,844
MEMORANDUM: Estimated Unified Surplus Under Section 211 51,414 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 764,402 n.a.

1—Reflecting allocation adjustments through the end of the 107th Congress.

n.a. = not applicable.

STATEMENT OF FY 2004 ADVANCE APPROPRIA-
TIONS UNDER SECTION 301 oF H. CON. RES.
353 OF THE ONE HUNDRED SEVENTH CON-
GRESS
Interior Subcommittee: Elk Hills (89 5428

02 271).

Labor, Health and Human Services, Edu-
cation Subcommittee: Employment and
Training Administration (16 0900 01 501); Edu-
cation for the Disadvantaged (91 0900 01 501);
School Improvement (91 1000 01 501); Children
and Family Services [head start] (756 1536 01
506); Special Education (91 0300 01 501); Voca-
tional and Adult Education (91 0400 01 501).

Transportation Subcommittee: Transpor-
tation (highways; transit; Farley Bldg.).

Treasury, General Government Sub-
committee: Payment to Postal Service (18
1001 01 372).

Veterans, Housing and Urban Development
Subcommittee: Section 8 Renewals (86 0319 01
604).

———

TRIBUTE TO GILDA K. “JILL”
BEATTY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to pay tribute and to express profound
appreciation to Gilda K. Beatty, my of-
fice manager of more than 33 years who
took her retirement at the end of De-

cember last year. Gilda, best known to
everyone who met her as ‘‘Jill,”” began
her service in my office when I was ad-
ministrative assistant to my prede-
cessor, John Blatnik, in December 1969,
where she started as a classical sec-
retary: gifted, talented, skilled, ener-
getic, hard-working. But the day before
she started her service in the office,
our first daughter was born. From that
day forward, until after I was elected
to this House in 1974, and especially
following the death of my wife, Jo, Jill
has been a surrogate mother to our
four children, a partner in all that I
undertook as administrative assistant
and as Member of Congress, counselor,
advisor, keeper of my time, managing
my schedule in Washington and with
my district staff, my travels in the dis-
trict and travels elsewhere throughout
the country. Jill’s good humor, good
spirit, and her can-do attitude, made
our office a joy to work in.

I have always said of Jill Beatty that
she had that exceptional ability to say
no to people who could then leave say-
ing ‘‘thank you,” a person of whom in
another context it should be said she
could sell ice boxes to Eskimos. She
was able to bring people together in
our office, visitors from our district to
Washington, and though herself a

Pennsylvanian, coming from the coal
and steel country of Pennsylvania, she
related to the iron ore mining area of
the eighth district of Minnesota in a
very special, unique way, so that folks
always thought she was a Minnesotan,
a northeastern Minnesotan, an iron
ranger.

O 1430

She is, in spirit, certainly that. What
was more important to me than the
friendship, the professional associa-
tion, the work, the undying work ethic
that she portrayed throughout those 33
years, was her ability to grow in her
work and to move from skill to skill;
to understand the broader needs of our
office, and of the relationship of this
office to the committees on which I
served, and now the committee, the
single Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure; and to relate our
Washington responsibilities to the
Eighth District of Minnesota respon-
sibilities so as to balance the time, the
interest, the need, and put them all in
appropriate proportion. That is an ex-
traordinary balancing act and a chal-
lenge at which few succeed, but Jill
succeeded in a very special way.
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Perhaps her ability to understand the
complexities of running a congres-
sional office in the computer age, in
the era of instant communications,
compared to the time when she began,
when first we did not even have fax ma-
chines; but when the first one came in,
there was that old onion skin fax, and
no multiple letter production capa-
bility; to transition from that era to
the present takes a very special person
of adaptability, the willingness and
ability to adapt to change, to changing
circumstances.

To embrace change and to move
ahead of change, that is Jill’s greatest
skill and ability, and it gave me the
greatest pleasure to see her grow
through the stages of evolution of tech-
nology that are so important for us in
the Congress to maintain communica-
tion with the people in our districts
who we represent here in this House.

Personally, it is her ever-ready good
humor; her ability to laugh, to laugh
at herself, to laugh with others, and to
make people feel so welcome. Every
person who walked in our office, who
met with or worked with Jill on what-
ever purpose it was felt as though he or
she were the only person in the world,
the only person in Washington, at that
particular moment.

That is a rare and special gift for
which I will always be grateful, be-
cause she made our office in Wash-
ington the home in Washington for the
people from the Eighth District of Min-
nesota who came here to visit.

We all miss her terribly. We miss her
good humor, her creativity, her will-
ingness to move to the next horizon. I
particularly have appreciated her sort
of gentle tap on the wrist saying, you
are doing too much. It is time to back
off. You need a little more time. You
can’t do all these things at the same
time. I know you would like to do all
that, but it is not possible, and I am
not going to let you do it. She was sort
of an auntie who takes care of those
who need supervision.

Jill, we are grateful to you for all
that you have contributed and done,
and I particularly, and I know the en-
tire staff joins in, wish you all the very
best of good health, happiness, and
long life after Congress.

—————

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 107

Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
my name be removed as a cosponsor of
H.R. 107.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THORNBERRY). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Rhode
Island?

There was no objection.

PUBLICATION OF THE RULES OF
THE COMMITTEE ON RULES,
108TH CONGRESS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
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tleman from California (Mr. DREIER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, in accordance with clause 2 of
rule XI of the Rules of the House, | am sub-
mitting the rules of the Committee on Rules
for printing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. On
January 7, 2003, the Committee on Rules
adopted by non-record vote, a quorum being
present, the following committee rules.

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON RULES
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
108TH CONGRESS
(Adopted January 7, 2003)
RULE 1—GENERAL PROVISIONS

(a) The rules of the House are the rules of
the Committee and its subcommittees so far
as applicable, except that a motion to recess
from day to day, and a motion to dispense
with the first reading (in full) of a bill or res-
olution, if printed copies are available, are
non-debatable privileged motions in the
Committee. A proposed investigative or
oversight report shall be considered as read
if it has been available to the members of the
Committee for at least 24 hours (excluding
Saturdays, Sundays, or legal holidays except
when the House is in session on such day).

(b) Each subcommittee is a part of the
Committee, and is subject to the authority
and direction of the Committee and to its
rules so far as applicable.

(c) The provisions of clause 2 of rule XI of
the Rules of the House are incorporated by
reference as the rules of the Committee to
the extent applicable.

(d) The Committee’s rules shall be pub-
lished in the Congressional Record not later
than 30 days after the Committee is elected
in each odd-numbered year.

RULE 2—REGULAR, ADDITIONAL, AND SPECIAL

MEETINGS

REGULAR MEETINGS

(a)(1) The Committee shall regularly meet
at 10:30 a.m. on Tuesday of each week when
the House is in session.

(2) A regular meeting of the Committee
may be dispensed with if, in the judgment of
the Chairman of the Committee (hereafter in
these rules referred to as the ‘“Chair’’), there
is no need for a meeting.

(3) Additional regular meetings and hear-
ings of the Committee may be called by the
Chair.

NOTICE FOR REGULAR MEETINGS

(b) The Chair shall notify each member of
the Committee of the agenda of each regular
meeting of the Committee at least 48 hours
before the time of the meeting and shall pro-
vide to each member of the Committee, at
least 24 hours before the time of each regular
meeting.

(1) for each bill or resolution scheduled on
the agenda for consideration of a rule, a copy
of

(A) the bill or resolution,

(B) any committee reports thereon, and

(C) any letter requesting a rule for the bill
or resolution; and

(2) For each other bill, resolution, report,
or other matter on the agenda a copy of—

(A) the bill, resolution, report, or ma-
terials relating to the other matter in
question; and

(B) any report on the bill, resolution, re-
port, or any other matter made by any sub-
committee on the Committee.

EMERGENCY MEETINGS

(c)(1) The Chair may call an emergency
meeting of the Committee at any time on
any measure of matter which the Chair de-
termines to be of an emergency nature; pro-
vide, however, that the Chair has made an ef-
fort to consult the ranking minority mem-
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ber, or, in such member’s absence, the next
ranking minority party member of the Com-
mittee.

(2) As soon as possible after calling an
emergency meeting of the Committee, the
Chair shall notify each member of the Com-
mittee of the time and location of the meet-
ing.

(3) To the extent feasible, the notice pro-
vided under paragraph (2) shall include the
agenda for the emergency meeting and cop-
ies of available materiels which would other-
wise have been provided under subsection (b)
if the emergency meeting was a regular
meeting.

SPECIAL MEETINGS

(d) Special meetings shall be called and
convened as provided in clause 2(c)(2) of rule
XTI of the Rules of the House.

RULE 3—MEETING AND HEARING PROCEDURES
IN GENERAL

(a)(1) Meetings and hearings of the Com-
mittee shall be called to order and presided
over by the Chair, or, in the Chair’s absence,
by the member designated by the Chair as
the Vice Chair of the Committee, or by the
ranking majority member of the Committee
present as Acting Chair of the Committee, or
by the ranking majority member of the Com-
mittee present as Acting Chair.

(2) Meetings and hearings of the committee
shall be open to he public unless closed in ac-
cordance with clause 2(g) of rule XI of the
Rules of the House of Representatives.

(3) Any meeting or hearing of the Com-
mittee that is open to the public shall be
open to coverage by television, radio, and
still photography in accordance with the
provisions of clause 4 of rule XI of the Rules
of the House (which are incorporated by ref-
erence as part of these rules).

(4) When a recommendation is made as to
the kind of rule which should be granted by
consideration of a bill or resolution a copy of
the language recommended shall be fur-
nished to each member of the Committee at
the beginning of the Committee meeting at
which the rules is to be considered or as soon
thereafter as the proposed language becomes
available.

QUORUM

(b)(1) For the purpose of hearing testimony
on requests for rules, five members of the
Committee shall constitute a quorum.

(2) For the purpose of taking testimony
and receiving evidence on measures or mat-
ters of original jurisdiction before the Com-
mittee, three members of the Committee
shall constitute a quorum.

(3) A majority of the members of the Com-
mittee shall constitute a quorum for the pur-
poses of reporting any measures of matter, of
authorizing a subpoena of closing a meeting
or hearing pursuant to clause 2(g) or rule XI
of the Rules of the House (except as provided
in clause 2(g2)(2)(A) and (B)), or of taking any
other action.

VOTING

(c)(1) No vote may be conducted on any
measure or motion pending before the Com-
mittee unless a majority of the members of
the Committee is actually present for such
purpose.

(2) A record vote of the Committee shall be
provided on any question before the Com-
mittee upon the request of any member.

(3) No vote by any member of the Com-
mittee on any measure or matter may be
cast by proxy.

(4) A record of the vote of each Member of
the Committee on each record vote on any
matter before the Committee all be available
for public inspection at the offices of the
Committee, and with respect to any record
vote on any motion to amend or report, shall
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be included in the report of the Committees
showing the total number of votes cast for
and against and the names of those members
voting for and against.

HEARING PROCEDURES

(d)(1) With regard to hearings on matters
of original jurisdiction, to the greatest ex-
tent practicable: (A) each witness who is to
appear before the Committee shall file with
the committee at lest 24 hours in advance of
the appearance a statement of proposed tes-
timony in written and electronic form and
shall limit the oral presentation to the Com-
mittee to brief summary thereof; and (B)
each witness appearing in a non-govern-
mental capacity shall include with the state-
ment of proposed testimony provided in writ-
ten and electronic form a curriculum vitae
and a disclose of the amount and source (by
agency and program) or any Federal grant
(or subgrant thereof) or contract (or sub-
contract thereof) received during the current
fiscal year or either of the two proceeding
fiscal years.

(2) The five-minute rule shall be observed
in the interrogation of each witness before
the Committee until each member of the
Committee has had an opportunity to ques-
tion the witness.

(3) The provisions of clause 2(k) or rule XI
of the Rules of the House shall apply to any
hearing conducted by the committee.

SUBPOENAS AND OATHS

(e)(1) Pursuant to clause 2(m) of the rule
XI of the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, a subpoena may be authorized and
issued by the Committee or a subcommittee
in the conduct of any investigation or series
of investigations or activities, only when au-
thorized by a majority of the members vot-
ing, a majority being present.

(2) The Chair, may authorize and issue sub-
poenas under such clause during any period
in which the House has adjourned for a pe-
riod of longer than three days.

(3) Authorized subpoenas shall be signed by
the Chair or by any member designated by
the Committee, and may be served by any
person designated by the Chair or such mem-
ber.

(4) the Chair, or any member of the Com-
mittee designated by the Chair, may admin-
ister oaths to witnesses before the Com-
mittee.

RULE 4—GENERAL OVERSIGHT AND
RESPONSIBILITIES

(a) The Committee shall review and study,
on a continuing basis, the application, ad-
ministration, execution, and effectiveness of
those laws, or parts of laws, the subject mat-
ter of which is within its jurisdiction.

(b) Not later than February 15 of the first
session of a Congress, the committee shall
meet in open session, with a quorum present,
to adopt its oversight plans for that Con-
gress for submission to the Committee on
House Administration and the Committee on
Government Reform, in accordance with the
provisions of clause 2(d) of House rule X.

RULE 5—SUBCOMMITTEES

ESTABLISHMENT AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF
SUBCOMMITTEES

(a)(1) There shall be two subcommittees of
the Committee as follows:

(A) Subcommittee on Legislative and
Budget Process, which shall have general re-
sponsibility for measures or matters related
to relations between the Congress and the
Executive Branch.

(B) Subcommittee on Technology and the
House, which shall have general responsi-
bility for measures or matters related to the
impact of technology on the process and pro-
cedures of the House, relations between the
Congress and the Judiciary, and internal op-
erations of the House.
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(2) In addition, each such subcommittee
shall have specific responsibility for such
other measures or matters as the Chair re-
fers to it.

(3) Each subcommittee of the Committee
shall review and study, on a continuing
basis, the application, administration, exe-
cution, and effectiveness of those laws, or
parts of laws, the subject matter of which is
within its general responsibility.

REFERRAL OF MEASURES AND MATTERS TO

SUBCOMMITTEES

(b)(1) In view of the unique procedural re-
sponsibilities of the Committee, no special
order providing for the consideration of any
bill or resolution shall be referred to a sub-
committee of the Committee.

(2) The Chair shall refer to a subcommittee
such measures or matters of original juris-
diction as the Chair deems appropriate given
its jurisdiction and responsibilities.

(3) All other measures or matters or origi-
nal jurisdiction shall be subject to consider-
ation by the full Committee.

(4) In referring any measure or matter of
original jurisdiction to a subcommittee, the
Chair may specify a date by which the sub-
committee shall report thereon to the Com-
mittee.

(5) The Committee by motion may dis-
charge a subcommittee from consideration
of any measure or matter referred to a sub-
committee of the Committee.

COMPOSITION OF SUBCOMMITTEES

(c) The size and ratio of each sub-
committee shall be determined by the Com-
mittee and members shall be elected to each
subcommittee, and to the positions of chair-
man and ranking minority member thereof,
in accordance with the rules of the respec-
tive party caucuses. The Chair of the full
committee shall designate a member of the
majority party on each subcommittee as its
vice chairman.

SUBCOMMITTEE MEETINGS AND HEARINGS

(d)(1) Each subcommittee of the Com-
mittee is authorized to meet, hold hearings,
receive testimony, mark up legislation, and
report to the full Committee on any measure
or matter referred to it.

(2) No subcommittee of the Committee
may meet or hold a hearing at the same time
as a meeting or hearing of the full Com-
mittee is being held.

(3) The chairman of each subcommittee
shall schedule meetings and hearings of the
subcommittee only after consultation with
the Chair.

QUORUM

(e)(1) For the purpose of taking testimony,
two members of the subcommittee shall con-
stitute a quorum.

(2) For all other purposes, a quorum shall
consist of a majority of the members of a
subcommittee.

EFFECT OF A VACANCY

(f) Any vacancy in the membership of a
subcommittee shall not affect the power of
the remaining members to execute the func-
tions of the subcommittee.

RECORDS

(g) Each subcommittee of the Committee
shall provide the full Committee with copies
of such records of votes taken in the sub-
committee and such other records with re-
spect to the subcommittee necessary for the
Committee to comply with all rules and reg-
ulations of the House.

RULE 6—STAFF
IN GENERAL

(a)(1) Except as provided in paragraphs (2)
and (3), the professional and other staff of
the Committee shall be appointed, by the
Chair, and shall work under the general su-
pervision and direction of the Chair.
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(2) All professional, and other staff pro-
vided to the minority party members of the
Committee shall be appointed, by the rank-
ing minority member of the Committee, and
shall work under the general supervision and
direction of such member.

(3) The appointment of all professional
staff shall be subject to the approval of the
Committee as provided by, and subject to the
provisions of, clause 9 of rule X of the Rules
of the House.

ASSOCIATE STAFF

(b) Associate staff for members of the Com-
mittee may be appointed only at the discre-
tion of the Chair (in consultation with the
ranking minority member regarding any mi-
nority party associate staff), after taking
into account any staff ceilings and budg-
etary constraints in effect at the time, and
any terms, limits, or conditions established
by the Committee of House Administration
under clause 9 of rule X of the Rules of the
House.

SUBCOMMITTEE STAFF

(¢c) From funds made available for the ap-
pointment of staff, the Chair of the Com-
mittee shall, pursuant to clause 6(d) of rule
X of the Rules of the House, ensure that suf-
ficient staff is made available to each sub-
committee to carry out its responsibilities
under the rules of the Committee, and, after
consultation with the ranking minority
member of the Committee, that the minority
party of the Committee is treated fairly in
the appointment of such staff.

COMPENSATION OF STAFF

(d) The Chair shall fix the compensation of
all professional and other staff of the Com-
mittee, after consultation with the ranking
minority member regarding any minority
party staff.

CERTIFICATION OF STAFF

(e)(1) To the extent any staff member of
the Committee or any of its subcommittees
does not work under the direct supervision
and direction of the Chair, the Member of
the Committee who supervises and directs
the staff member’s work shall file with the
Chief of Staff of the Committee (not later
than the tenth day of each month) a certifi-
cation regarding the staff member’s work for
that member for the preceding calendar
month.

(2) The certification required by paragraph
(1) shall be in such form as the Chair may
prescribe, shall identify each staff member
by name, and shall state the work engaged in
by the staff member and the duties assigned
to the staff member for the member of the
Committee with respect to the month in
question met the requirements of clause 9 of
rule X of the Rules of the House.

(3) Any certification of staff of the Com-
mittee, or any of its subcommittees, made
by the Chair in compliance with any provi-
sion of law or regulation shall be made (A)
on the basis of the certifications filed under
paragraph (1) to the extent the staff is not
under the Chair’s supervision and direction,
and (B) on his own responsibility to the ex-
tent the staff is under the Chair’s direct su-
pervision and direction.

RULE 7—BUDGET, TRAVEL, PAY OF WITNESSES
BUDGET

(a) The Chair, in consultation with other
members of the Committee, shall prepare for
each Congress a budget providing amounts
for staff, necessary travel, investigation, and
other expenses of the Committee and its sub-
committees.

TRAVEL

(b)(1) The Chair may authorize travel for
any member and any staff member of the
Committee in connection with activities or
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subject matters under the general jurisdic-
tion of the Committee. Before such author-
ization is granted, there shall be submitted
to the Chair in writing the following:

(A) The purpose of the travel.

(B) The dates during which the travel is to
occur.

(C) The names of the States or countries to
be visited and the length of time to be spent
in each.

(D) The names of members and staff of the
Committee for whom the authorization is
sought.

(2) Members and staff of the Committee
shall make a written report to the Chair on
any travel they have conducted under this
subsection, including a description of their
itinerary, expenses, and activities, and of
pertinent information gained as a result of
such travel.

(3) Members and staff of the Committee
performing authorized travel on official busi-
ness shall be governed by applicable laws,
resolutions, and regulations of the House and
of the Committee on House Administration.

PAY OF WITNESSES
(c) Witnesses may be paid from funds made
available to the Committee in its expense
resolution subject to the provisions of clause
5 of rule XI of the Rules of the House.
RULE 8—COMMITTEE ADMINISTRATION
REPORTING

(a) Whenever the Committee authorizes
the favorable reporting of a bill or resolution
from the Committee—

(1) the Chair or acting Chair shall report it
to the House or designate a member of the
Committee to do so, and

(2) in the case of a bill or resolution in
which the Committee has original jurisdic-
tion, the Chair shall allow, to the extent
that the anticipated floor schedule permits,
any member of the Committee a reasonable
amount of time to submit views for inclusion
in the Committee report on the bill or reso-
lution.

Any such report shall contain all matters
required by the rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives (or by any provision of law en-
acted as an exercise of the rulemaking power
of the House) and such other information as
the Chair deems appropriate.

RECORDS

(b)(1) There shall be a transcript made of
each regular meeting and hearing of the
Committee, and the transcript may be print-
ed if the Chair decides it is appropriate or if
a majority of the Members of the Committee
requests such printing. Any such transcripts
shall be a substantially verbatim account of
remarks actually made during the pro-
ceeding, subject only to technical, grammat-
ical, and typographical corrections author-
ized by the person making the remarks.
Nothing in this paragraph shall be construed
to require that all such transcripts be sub-
ject to correction and publication.

(2) The Committee shall keep a record of
all actions of the Committee and of its sub-
committees. The record shall contain all in-
formation required by clause 2(e)(1) of rule
XI of the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives and shall be available for public inspec-
tion at reasonable times in the offices of the
Committee.

(3) All Committee hearings, records, data,
charts, and files shall be kept separate and
distinct from the congressional office
records of the Chair, shall be the property of
the House, and all Members of the House
shall have access thereto as provided in
clause 2(e)(2) of rule XI of the Rules of the
House.

(4) The records of the Committee at the
National Archives and Records Administra-
tion shall be made available for public use in
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accordance with rule VII of the Rules of the
House. The Chair shall notify the ranking
minority member of any decision, pursuant
to clause 3(b)(3) or clause 4(b) of the rule, to
withhold a record otherwise available, and
the matter shall be presented to the Com-
mittee for a determination on written re-
quest of any member of the Committee.

COMMITTEE PUBLICATIONS ON THE INTERNET

(c) To the maximum extent feasible, the
Committee shall makes its publications
available in electronic form.

CALENDARS

(d)(1) The Committee shall maintain a
Committee Calendar, which shall include all
bills, resolutions, and other matters referred
to or reported by the Committee and all
bills, resolutions, and other matters reported
by any other committee on which a rule has
been granted or formally requested, and such
other matters as the Chair shall direct. The
Calendar shall be published periodically, but
in no case less often than once in each ses-
sion of Congress.

(2) The staff of the Committee shall furnish
each member of the Committee with a list of
all bills or resolutions (A) reported from the
Committee but not yet considered by the
House, and (B) on which a rule has been for-
mally requested but not yet granted. The list
shall be updated each week when the House
is in session.

(3) For purposes of paragraphs (1) and (2), a
rule is considered as formally requested
when the Chairman of a committee which
has reported a bill or resolution (or a mem-
ber of such committee authorized to act on
the Chairman’s behalf) (A) has requested, in
writing to the Chair, that a hearing be
scheduled on a rule for the consideration of
the bill or resolution, and (B) has supplied
the Committee with an adequate number of
copies of the bill or resolution, as reported,
together with the final printed committee
report thereon.

OTHER PROCEDURES

(e) The Chair may establish such other
Committee procedures and take such actions
as may be necessary to carry out these rules
or to facilitate the effective operation of the
Committee and its subcommittees in a man-
ner consistent with these rules.

RULE 9—AMENDMENTS TO COMMITTEE RULES

The rules of the Committee may be modi-
fied, amended or repealed, in the same man-
ner and method as prescribed for the adop-
tion of committee rules in clause 2 of rule XI
of the Rules of the House, but only if written
notice of the proposed change has been pro-
vided to each such Member at least 48 hours
before the time of the meeting at which the
vote on the change occurs. Any such change
in the rules of the Committee shall be pub-
lished in the Congressional Record within 30
calendar days after their approval.

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. TANNER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. TANNER addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

e —

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Mr. BERRY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BERRY addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-

H197

tleman from California (Mr. SCHIFF) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. SCHIFF addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maine (Mr. MICHAUD) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. MICHAUD addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. UDALL)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. UDALL addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BELL) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BELL addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. MARSHALL)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. MARSHALL addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

——————

SERIOUS QUESTIONS FOR THE
AMERICAN PEOPLE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, let me say to my colleagues
that we have some very serious ques-
tions to answer on behalf of the Amer-
ican people. I want to pay special trib-
ute to the hard work of the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. PELOSI)
and the Democratic leadership on try-
ing to answer these questions for a
broad and diverse range of Americans.

Earlier today I called out the specific
jobs of beauticians, waitresses, bus
drivers, teachers, mechanics, sort of
the people in this Nation that do the
heavy lifting. There are many other
professions, jobs, that really turn the
engine of this Nation.

As we are on the very day of the
State of the Union, I think it is ex-
tremely important as the President
speaks tonight that he not speak to the
Members of the United States Con-
gress, but he speak to these Americans
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who create the engine of our economy.
So I hope my words are taken in the
manner in which they are offered, be-
cause in all of our districts we are find-
ing deep and continuing pain, hurting
families, individuals who have lost
their jobs with no opportunities for
further employment.

Right now we know nearly 6 percent
of Americans are unemployed. In the
African American community in par-
ticular, 17 percent are unemployed. I
call that, Mr. Speaker, a crisis.

The Nation’s health care system is in
need of great reform. Just this last
Saturday night I spoke to a group of
physicians, private physicians and
those who work in our public hospitals.
Might I note to one of my colleagues,
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE), I would thank him for gener-
ating 270 names, bipartisan names, on
the question of addressing the Medi-
care crisis and ensuring that physi-
cians and nurses and others who deal
with our health care are provided the
amount of payments that will allow
them to keep their doors open.

The continuing resolution that we
just passed, but more appropriately,
the appropriations that we need to
pass, has to address the fact that more
than malpractice issues, our physicians
are closing their doors. They are
deenrolling and not enrolling individ-
uals because their payments are not
there.

I hope that the very first item that
we will deal with as we come back to
deal with the 108th Congress will be the
idea of freezing or increasing the Medi-
care payments that are necessary to
keep the doors of physicians open. My
commitment to our local physicians in
Houston, Harris County, is that I will
continue to fight for those dollars for
physicians, nurses, hospitals, nursing
homes, home health services, and other
health care providers. That is a key.

One of the other things we need to
fight for is full funding of Medicaid,
and also the changing of the formula so
Texas is not disadvantaged. Right now,
our State legislature and the Governor
are dealing with a $10 billion deficit. I
hope the President will announce that
he has discovered that the dividend dis-
count tax cut helps no one; that he
would much rather help the State of
Texas, the State of Illinois, Ohio, New
York; that he would much rather agree
with the Democratic plan to provide
block grants of monies to States that
will help them in Medicaid funding,
that will help them in education fund-
ing, and that will help them with spe-
cial projects, education funding, that
will put people to work.

I believe we can always reform. I be-
lieve the President can reform his mes-
sage to address the working people of
America.

Let me also say that there has been
great concern. I have just filed House
Concurrent Resolution 2, which repeals
or asks the Congress for a sense of Con-
gress resolution to repeal the October
resolution on the Iraqi war.
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Mr. Speaker, that vote was a vote of
conscience. I challenge no Member in
this House as to how they voted. But
what I will say is that the Constitution
is near and dear to me and many Mem-
bers of Congress; in fact, all of us.
Clearly, we have the right to declare
war.

When we debated that resolution, Mr.
Speaker, we viewed the words of the
President as suggesting that we were
under imminent attack, and that there
was a nexus between Saddam Hussein,
Iraq, and terrorism. Whatever might
have occurred, we have more facts now,
Mr. Speaker. We do understand, as I
close, that there are more indications
that we should look for a political reso-
lution. The U.N. inspectors want more
time. They need more time to look for
nuclear weapons. North Korea is on our
very horizon.

Mr. Speaker, people are hurting, and
I believe the United States can do bet-
ter than what we have done. I believe
the President can cause us to reach to
our higher angels by providing for the
working people of America; and saying
to the world that we stand on the side
of peace; and saying to this Congress,
come with me, rise to a new debate,
discern and design a better policy
about Iraq and North Korea, and then
we can spend our dollars on building
this Nation again, building jobs, and
building peace.

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. STRICKLAND addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

THE PRESIDENT’S CREDIBILITY
GAP

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I took
to the floor this morning during our
morning hour debate to express my
concern over what I call the Presi-
dent’s credibility problem. I talked
about a credibility problem in the con-
text of not only what we expect to be
in tonight’s State of the Union Ad-
dress, but also by reference to the
State of the Union Address that the
President made last year.

What I am talking about essentially
when I mention a credibility problem
is the fact that the President essen-
tially makes promises about what he is
going to do to solve the Nation’s prob-
lems, particularly the economic down-
turn; but when we look at what he pro-
poses, the action that he proposes to
solve the problem, it does not really
solve the problem.

So the promise is made essentially by
the President that we are going to turn
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around the economic downturn, but
when we look at the proposals that he
announces to accomplish that goal,
there is no way that they could accom-
plish that goal, because they are not
designed to accomplish that goal.

The credibility problem exists in so
many areas. It is not only with regard
to his economic plan, his so-called
stimulus plan, it is also relative to the
deficit. The President indicated last
year that the deficit would be small,
that it would be taken under control.
Now we know that the deficit is likely
to be at least $300 billion, and I would
venture to say that if the President
were able to get his economic stimulus
package, his promise to make his tax
cuts from last year permanent, to fol-
low through and pay for a potential
war in Iraq, that we would probably
end up with a deficit that could be up-
wards of $2 trillion.

That credibility problem also exists
with regard to a number of other
issues; for example, health care. The
President says that we are going to re-
form Medicare and we are going to pro-
vide a prescription drug benefit for sen-
iors in the context of Medicare. What
we find out, and we will hear about to-
night, supposedly, is a privatization
plan for Medicare that does not guar-
antee a prescription drug benefit unless
you leave traditional Medicare and you
join an HMO or some other type of pri-
vate insurance.

The list goes on. We are told that we
are going to do things for veterans, and
then we see cuts in money for veterans’
health clinics. We are told that we are
going to implement a situation where
no child is going to be left behind in
terms of public education. That is the
President’s theme. But then we find
that there is a huge credibility gap, a
huge difference between the rhetoric
and the reality, because, in fact, money
for education is being cut.
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Affirmative action is another exam-
ple. The President says he wants diver-
sity, and he appears to give the impres-
sion that he is favorable to affirmative
action. But then he asks the Justice
Department to file a suit against the
University of Michigan because of their
affirmative action program. And I am
not trying to imply the President is
purposefully trying to deceive anyone,
but I think the reality is that his ideas
of what are going to accomplish the
goals that he sets out to accomplish
are very different from reality. And
whether it is an economic plan, wheth-
er it is his idea of affirmative action,
whether it is his idea of the deficit or
his idea on health care, most of these
ideas do not actually translate into
any action that will accomplish the
goals that the President commits him-
self to.

I guess the worst example in this re-
spect right now and the one that I
think is the most injurious is with re-
gard to the economy. We know that the
economy has taken a significant down-
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turn. We know that some action needs
to be taken here in Congress so it does
not get worse. And yet if you look at
what the President has proposed, it
does not accomplish the goal. He calls
it an economic stimulus package that
is going to boost the economy. Well, let
me go through some of the things that
he claims he is going to do with regard
to the economy and then talk about
the reality of what would really happen
with his proposal.

He claims that his plan will have an
immediate boost to the economy. That
is why he calls it a stimulus package.
But the Bush plan fails on the most
basic level by not delivering the imme-
diate stimulus needed to help boost the
economy in the short term. By the
White House’s own projection, less
than 10 percent of the package’s total
spending comes this year in 2003 when
the economy is weak and people are
out of work; and as a consequence,
even by his own estimates, the Bush
plan will create only 190,000 jobs this
year, only 11 percent of the jobs lost
since President Bush took office.

Let me give you another claim. The
President claims that his plan is fair
and is going to provide 92 million tax-
payers with an average tax cut of
$1,083. Unfortunately, as with the last
tax cut that we had from the President
in 2001, this one overwhelmingly bene-
fits the wealthy. Once it is fully phased
in, the Bush plan provides more than 40
percent of the tax breaks to the richest
1 percent, with less than 17 percent
going to the vast majority of Ameri-
cans.

I could go on and on. I see one of my
colleagues is here, and I would like to
yield time. I just want to mention the
one thing, though, that is perhaps the
most important in terms of what I call
the ‘‘credibility gap’” with regard to
the President.

He talks about the fairness of his
economic plan because it stops the dou-
ble taxation of stock dividends. Well,
first, double taxation of stock divi-
dends is not a huge problem because
much of corporate income is not taxed
at all now. Corporations often make
aggressive use of tax shelters to avoid
paying any tax on profits. Take, for ex-
ample, the CSX Corporation. Over the 4
years, 1998 to 2001, CSX had a cumu-
lative net profit of $934 million but re-
ceived a net Federal income tax refund
of $164 million. And it paid dividends in
every quarter.

I think if there is anything that is in
his economic plan that has received the
most attention in terms of its inability
to accomplish the goal of giving the
economy a boost is his effort to elimi-
nate the taxation on dividends. Be-
cause, really, no economist that I know
has suggested that somehow that is
going to accomplish the goal. And it
has gotten so bad that even a signifi-
cant amount of Republicans oppose his
dividend tax cut. In fact, today, most
significantly the House Committee on
Ways and Means chairman, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. THOMAS),
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Republican, had said that he had seri-
ous questions about the dividend tax
cuts. It is an article that is in today’s
Washington Post. And we will develop
this a little more. But I just want to
stress over and over again how impor-
tant it is to look at the President’s ac-
tions and what he proposes, not his
rhetoric about what he is going to ac-
complish.

Mr. Speaker, I recognize the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SCHIFF).

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman, and I thank him for his
leadership on this issue.

Tonight the President will deliver his
State of the Union address setting out
the challenges facing America in the
war on terrorism and his plans for eco-
nomic recovery. From my seat in this
Chamber, I will be listening for one
word in particular, ‘‘sacrifice.”

The word sacrifice should be a nat-
ural for a State of the Union address
given at a time when the Nation is at
war, when we are confronted with the
need to defend against new and varied
threats to our security, everything
from small pox to shoulder-launched
missiles that can shoot down commer-
cial aircraft.

Our men and women in uniform are
certainly sacrificing. Tens of thousands
have been called up, leaving their jobs,
their families, often on very short no-
tice and at great financial and personal
costs. But what about the average
American who is not on active duty or
in the reserves? How will we be called
upon to make our own contribution to
the security and prosperity to the
United States?

The centerpiece of the administra-
tion’s new agenda, and likely his
speech tonight, is a $674 billion tax cut
weighted heavily towards America’s
wealthiest families. Can this be the
sacrifice that we will be called upon to
make with our most prosperous fami-
lies being asked to make the largest
sacrifice by suffering their taxes to be
cut the most? In every conflict since
the Civil War, the Commander in Chief
has called for an increase in revenues
to meet the national defense. Can we
have more butter, more guns and no
sacrifice? Apparently not.

Senate appropriators just cut $8 bil-
lion for increased security at our ports,
cut $362 million for border security, cut
$5600 million for police and fire depart-
ments who will be first on the scene of
any terrorist disaster, cut $5634 from job
training, cut $1 billion from our
schools, underfunding the President’s
own education initiative. The Presi-
dent’s proposal also does nothing to al-
leviate the States’ own budget crises
and their correspondingly massive cuts
in health care, education and welfare.

Ending the taxation, the double tax-
ation of dividends might be good policy
in a vacuum, taking some of the vast
fluctuations out of the market. Cou-
pled with reforms that end the no-tax-
ation of other corporate earnings, the
provision could be made revenue-neu-
tral; but the administration’s proposal
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is not coupled with other reforms and
at a cost of $364 billion is far from rev-
enue-neutral. Because the plan would
have little effect on current spending
and is permanent, it would also do lit-
tle to boost our sagging economy,
while doing a lot to increase our long-
term national debt.

But most importantly, the Presi-
dent’s proposal is not made in a vacu-
um. We have so much work to be done
to protect the homeland, and we still
suffer the lingering effects of a reces-
sion. We have lost almost 2 million jobs
in the last 2 years and cannot afford
tax cuts that would neither stimulate
the economy nor help those most in
need. Many of us that supported tax
cuts when we were at peace and enjoy-
ing historic surpluses must vigorously
oppose them now that we are at war
and in debt.

As the President’s own economic ad-
visors will be the first to admit, small
business is the driving force for eco-
nomic growth and the government’s
ability to positively impact the econ-
omy through fiscal policy is limited.

Probably the most significant con-
tribution the Federal Government
made to the prosperity of the 1990s was
the difficult decision to balance the
budget and keep interest rates low. But
now we are back to the days of deficits
as far as the eye can see. White House
budget director Mitch Daniels can only
say that the new red ink is nothing to
hyperventilate about, which raises the
question, where have the fiscal con-
servatives gone?

Americans are a proud and generous
people who are more than willing to
sacrifice in a worthy cause. If, instead,
we are to give ourselves a gift no other
war generation has given itself, we will
denude our ability to defend the home-
land or, at best, shift to our children
responsibility to pay for our economic
health and safety.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. SCHIFF), and I want to, in
particular, mention two things that he
stressed which I think fit into this con-
cern that I have about what I call the
credibility gap: the fact that the Presi-
dent makes certain commitments
about how he is going to deal or solve
the problems we have, but then he does
not follow through with his actions.

One thing the gentleman made a very
good point about was the homeland se-
curity. What is really in many people’s
minds, the most important issue right
now, is homeland security, worried
about another attack by terrorists. The
President made much of the fact that
he was creating a new homeland secu-
rity department and that this was
going to be a priority. And, yet, as the
gentleman said, when we go back to
our districts, literally, a week does not
g0 by when one town or someone who is
from a civil defense program or a fire
department or a mayor or a State leg-
islator complains to me about how the
funds have not come back to the coun-
ties or to the municipalities to deal
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with homeland security issues. These
are basic things. You need money for
certain purposes if you are going to
make us more secure.

In my case in New Jersey in the
counties I represent, we had over 200
people die at the World Trade Center. I
remember during that whole incident
one of the things that a lot of the local
defense people talked about is the need
to upgrade communication systems,
and they were looking for Federal
funds for that.

The President makes a big to-do
about homeland security, and I am
sure he will mention it tonight in his
State of the Union address, but does
not follow through with the funding so
that we can improve communication,
for example, in New Jersey for home-
land security purposes. Then again he
is not making good on his commit-
ment.

The gentleman also mentioned the
issue with regard to State aid which I
think is so crucial. The Democrats
have said that as part of an economic
stimulus package we will give a signifi-
cant amount of money back to the
States. I think it is $30 to $40 billion, or
something like that, because we know
that they face a huge fiscal crisis. But
not only is he not providing for any
money to go back to the States for any
kind of significant purpose, but as I un-
derstand it with this tax dividend,
elimination of the tax dividend, it ac-
tually makes the States’ fiscal crises
even worse.

The way it does this is, first, the
Bush plan to eliminate Federal taxes
on corporate dividends will lead to a
drop in State revenues; since State in-
come tax laws are tied to the Federal
law, the States will also generally stop
taxing dividends. And his proposal to
end taxation of dividends will cost
State governments $4 billion this year
and $45 billion to $50 billion over the
next decade according to Harley Dun-
can, executive director of the Federa-
tion of Tax Administrators.

So he will make the situation of the
State even worse, and I am glad that
the gentleman pointed that out among
the other things he did.

Mr. Speaker, I see our new colleague
from Maine is here. I just wanted to
say, I know this is not necessarily on
point, although I think it is related to
what we are talking about, I just want-
ed the gentleman to know I admire him
greatly for his role with the prescrip-
tion drug plan in Maine, and what he
and the gentleman from Maine (Mr.
ALLEN) and others have tried to do as
Democrats to improve the situation
with regard to the costs of prescription
drugs.

Once again tonight we understand
that the President is going to talk
about Medicare reform, but again his
promise of Medicare reform falls flat
because he is talking about a prescrip-
tion drug benefit that you would only
get if you go outside of Medicare and
buy a private plan. I remember the
gentleman from Maine (Mr. ALLEN)
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talking about the problem. I do not
know if this gentleman has any HMOs
that take Medicare in Maine anymore,
but these gentlemen are doing a good
job trying to deal with that issue, and
I think the President is just coming up
with smoke and mirrors.

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I rise on
the day when President Bush will de-
liver his State of the Union address to
America. I can tell you that in Maine
we are proud of America and hopeful
about the future. But we are also con-
cerned about where we are today. We
are concerned because Maine’s rate of
unemployment Kkeeps rising, in some
counties as high as 9 percent, and in
some labor-market areas as high as 32
percent unemployment. We are con-
cerned because we have lost over 23,000
manufacturing jobs in the last 8 years.
And we are concerned because just 3
weeks ago we received devastating
news that Great Northern Paper Com-
pany, where I worked for 29 years and
one of the largest employers in my dis-
trict, has filed Chapter 11, and both
mills have been shut down since De-
cember 26.

I know that across the country peo-
ple are hurting and they need our help.
Unfortunately, I do not believe that
the plan the President will discuss to-
night will bring that help.
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The so-called economic stimulus
package is based on tax cuts that go
primarily to the wealthiest Americans.
It does nothing to create jobs or fuel
the economic activity that would help
folks back home at Great Northern
Paper Company.

Mr. Speaker, there is another way.
Today I ask the President along with
my colleagues here on both sides of the
aisle to at least consider the Demo-
cratic stimulus plan. This plan means
targeted tax relief for working fami-
lies, 1 million new jobs, money in the
pockets of average Americans, a boost
for consumer demand and business in-
vestment.

The Democratic plan does all this,
and it does it living within our means.
It is fiscally sound. It does not borrow
from our children or our grandchildren,
burying them with debt and taxing
them with interest on that debt.

Mr. Speaker, we all have to work to-
gether on this because today Ameri-
cans’ number one worry is the econ-
omy. Americans are worried about
whether their jobs will be there tomor-
row. Americans are worried about
earning a decent wage, and Americans
are worried about being able to afford
the same medicines as everyone else.
That is why making prescription drugs
affordable for all Americans should be
a central part of our economic plan.

In Maine we created a law that al-
lows the State to negotiate with drug
companies that uses the free market to
get a better deal for consumers. We
called it the Maine Rx program. In the
coming weeks I will introduce legisla-
tion in this House to bring that his-
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toric innovation to the rest of the Na-
tion. It is called America’s Rx because
all Americans deserve to have their
government work on their behalf and
using the free market system to get
them affordable medicines.

This means a lot to real people. A
friend of mine, a man who worked next
to me at the paper mill for almost
three decades, has cancer. He cannot
retire. He would have no health bene-
fits if he does, and he cannot afford his
medicine on his own. He has to keep
working while he is sick, but now, with
the company in bankruptcy, he does
not know what he is going to do.

These are the kind of people we need
to help. This is why the cost of pre-
scription drugs is so important, and
this is why keeping people working in
their jobs is so important, and this is
why the health of our economy is so
very important.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues here in Congress to create a
real economic stimulus package, and
to create real job security, and to cre-
ate real health policies that works for
all the people.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, again, I
want to thank my colleague from
Maine for his comments, and let me
say, first of all, that when he intro-
duces his America’s Rx bill, I would be
glad to be one of the cosponsors be-
cause I looked at it, I read about it,
and I think it is a very good and needed
legislation. He points out very effec-
tively again why it is important for us
to speak out on the Medicare issue and
on the prescription drug issue.

And again, I sound like I am just
being critical of the President, but I
think on this one, it is just a perfect
example of where he is going to be giv-
ing the impression tonight that some-
how he is going to reform Medicare, he
is going to provide a prescription drug
program, but then when we look at the
data, it is just not there.

It is essentially a privatization of
Medicare. It essentially says if a person
is willing to join an HMO or if they are
willing to take Federal dollars and get
into some other kind of private pro-
gram, we will provide them with a pre-
scription drugs benefit, but for the vast
majority of the Americans who either
will not want to get out of traditional
Medicare or will not even have the op-
tion, because in a lot of States, par-
ticularly more rural States, they do
not even have the option of an HMO, it
is not going to be meaningful.

We have worked for a couple of years
now, and we know that there are very
simple ways of addressing this prob-
lem. One of the ways to deal with the
costs is our colleague from Maine’s
proposal, we call it the Allen bill, that
would basically limit how much pre-
scription drugs can be charged for, and
I have been a cosponsor of that, but we
also have a Democratic plan for a ben-
efit package that would simply expand
Medicare, create a new Part C or D,
which is very much like what we do
now for Part B with the doctor bills. A
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person pays $25 a month, they get 80
percent of the cost of their prescription
drugs paid for by the Federal Govern-
ment. They have a $100 deductible, and
it is guaranteed to everybody. Every-
body who wants it under Medicare gets
it. They do not have to join an HMO.
They do not have to go outside of tra-
ditional Medicare to get it, and that is
the only way or the most effective way
that we are going to accomplish the
goal of guaranteeing a prescription
drug benefit.

The President not only does not do
that, but he is looking to basically re-
vamp Medicare itself and privatize it
because he says there is not enough
money, and I just hope that the public
understands that we need to keep the
drumbeat going so they understand
what he is really doing, that he is real-
ly not credible on this issue. And I ap-
preciate the fact that my colleague is
here, and I will make sure that I co-
sponsor that bill when he is about to
introduce it.

I yield to the gentlewoman from
Texas, who was already here this
evening talking about the problems
with the Bush economic stimulus plan.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, as the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) knows, I was
here earlier, and I just wanted to add
two or three points to the discussion
that I think are very important.

One of the points that I did not get a
chance to make is to report some of
the numbers that we are entertaining
as relates to this whole idea of war. We
made it very, very clear that as it re-
lates to fighting terrorism, there is
clearly no divide, and for some reason
or another, there seems to be a media
block, a mental block or some trans-
lation block that in this Congress no
one disagrees on the fight against ter-
rorism. In fact, right now we are spend-
ing $1 billion a month in Afghanistan,
where most of us joined in the vote to
give the President the authority to do
so and, of course, the expenditures to
do so.

The real issue is making choices.
Right now we can make a choice as re-
lates, of course, to the Iraqi war. That
is looking to cost at least $100 billion
or maybe upwards to a trillion dollars.
So when we talk about these choices,
my colleague’s legislation from Maine
that I hope to join as well, we are talk-
ing about making the political solution
or looking to the political solution as
relates to Iraq so that we can put the
dollars in to fight terrorism, to build
up the Homeland Security Department,
to do what the motion to recommit
just offered to do, which is to pay more
dollars for the first responders.

I am particularly concerned of get-
ting dollars to the city. The U.S. Con-
gress and mayors just met recently
talking about the devastation they are
facing. I just mentioned that the State
of Texas has billions of dollars in debt,
and I would like to see us get block
grants to the State, but, more specifi-
cally, dollars to the city, so that
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money for first responders, paramedics,
firefighters, police, that can really ad-
dress the question of terrorism in all
segments of cities.

Cities have inner cities. They have
housing developments. They have high
stock housing. They have low stock
housing. They have neighborhoods that
are better off than others, but all of
those people will have to be protected
if we are under attack in terms of a
terrorist attack, and clearly those cit-
ies who need resources to rebuild, to
fight off a bioterrorist attack, to do
the various immunizations that may be
necessary, and we do not have the nec-
essary funds.

Secretary Ridge will need the dollars
to, in fact, put his Department to-
gether, even though many people say
170,000, they will just be moving over.
There is a lot of logistical dollars that
have to be utilized in order to make it
work. So I wanted to lay the choice on
the table that we have to make, and if
we made the choice to completely fund
a guaranteed Medicare prescription
drug benefit, we would not have to
worry about an HMO plan. We would
not have to worry about what happened
to me in my community just about 2
years ago where six HMOs abruptly left
HMO-Medicare, left the community,
which left seniors with no HMO to pro-
vide them coverage.

So I have seen what happens when
HMOs leave a market and say the rea-
son why we are leaving it is because we
cannot make any money. It is far bet-
ter to address specifically the Medicare
prescription drug benefit, but let me
also say it is far better to address the
whole concept of health care in Amer-
ica to the extent that we have so many
uninsured, and we need to respond to
that as quickly as we can.

I believe that we can use the moneys
that are now being used for war for ex-
panded unemployment benefits to 52
weeks; to increase the minimum wage,
which we have not talked about for a
long period of time; full funding of
Head Start; and then, of course, the
full funding of Medicaid for public hos-
pitals; and, of course, the Medicare fix
that I think we need that our letter
suggests should go forward, and that is
to make sure physicians’ money are ei-
ther frozen or increased. I wanted to
just overemphasize that.

And let me close by saying, I have al-
ways offered these words. These are
frightening words because for some
reason or another we have taken to be-
lieving a country that was built on im-
migrants now at the fault, that we
have a problem that we have because of
immigration. I think not. I think that
we can be secure in homeland security
by strong funding, but I think that as
well we need to look at some of the
issues that require enhanced funding of
the INS so they can do their job of en-
forcement, but also do their job of al-
lowing people to access legalization,
like a bill that many of us supported,
Republicans and Democrats, the re-
statement or the reinstatement of
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245(1) to allow families to be reunited.
That takes dollars in order to work.

We need to pass the legislation, but
in order to implement it, these are the
kinds of values and legislative initia-
tives that I would hope that we would
hear about. But more importantly, I
would hope that we would energize the
Congress by passing this kind of ap-
proach to governing America’s busi-
ness, a stimulus that is long term,
Medicare guaranteed drug benefit that
answers the cries of seniors for about 6
years, and other legislative initiatives
that I have just mentioned that truly
help to rebuild the country and ease
the pain of so many Americans now
that are suffering under this economic
crisis that we are in.

I thank the gentleman very much
and for his leadership on some of these
issues. I hope we will get to work in
the 108th Congress.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, abso-
lutely, and again, particular state-
ments the gentlewoman made about
homeland security and the potential
war, it goes back to what I was talking
about, this whole idea of, I call it the
State of the Union credibility gap. In
other words, the President promises to
accomplish a goal, but no action is
taken that would achieve that goal,
and I think it is very true with the
homeland security issue.

In other words, we get up and talk
about how we are going to protect the
homeland, but then when the money
comes for the first responders back at
home in our towns or counties, money
has not been there; and even the war in
terms of a potential war in Iraq, the
budget does not include, the Presi-
dent’s budget does not include the cost
of fighting the war. So when we talk
about this deficit, which we estimate
to be about $300 billion at this point, it
does not include the cost of the war,
which could be 2-, 300-, maybe as much,
and put us in deficit to $600 billion, and
I think that is the problem.

We are getting a lot of rhetoric from
the President, but we are not getting
the action that goes along with it, and
I know I have my colleague here from
Ohio who is going to talk about that
also in the sense of the veterans’ bene-
fits. I had said earlier, and I know he is
going to get into this in more detail,
but the President gets up here and
talks about how he is a champion of
the veterans, but then the White House
cuts funding for VA health clinics,
forcing 164,000 veterans to be turned
away, and I am hearing this all the
time in my district about how the
money is not there.

I appreciate the gentleman coming
down here, and I yield to the gen-
tleman.

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank my colleague for yielding to me.

In just literally a few hours the
President is going to walk into this
Chamber. It is going to be filled with
all of the Representatives and Senators
and President’s Cabinet, members of
the Supreme Court, some members of
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the diplomatic corps. The press is
going in the balcony. It is going to be
one of those great occasions, and the
President is going to stand and deliver
the State of the Union Address, and he
is going to talk about priorities, and he
is going to use a lot of words.

And I have been here long enough to
know that talk is easy, action is some-
times difficult, and I want to speak
specifically about the priorities that
this administration is pursuing.

At a time when we are on the brink
of war, hundreds of thousands of our
young men and women sent across the
sea, possibly to engage in a conflict
that could cost them their lives, what
message are we sending to those who
have already fought the battle, who
have fought in past wars, who have
paid with their health, sometimes their
limbs? What message are we sending
when we start nickel and diming the
veterans of this country?

I have an older gentleman who is
coming into this chamber tonight as
my guest from Woodsfield, Ohio, a lit-
tle town along the Ohio River. His
name is Herman Zerger.
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Herman is a World War II veteran. He
voted for the very first time crouched
in a foxhole in France. And he said a
runner brought a ballot by and he was
able to mark his ballot for Franklin
Delano Roosevelt. Herman has not
missed voting in an election since that
very first time that he voted.

I asked him to come here tonight be-
cause he is a World War II veteran. He
is a treasure. He is a treasure to me
and to my district. He is the kind of
person that this country ought to be
honoring and showing respect for and
gratitude toward. But what is this ad-
ministration doing to the Herman
Zergers across this country? Let me
tell my colleagues what they are doing.

About a year ago, the VA made a de-
cision to increase the copayment for
the cost of a prescription drug that our
veterans must pay from $2 a prescrip-
tion to $7 a prescription. Many vet-
erans that I represent get 10 or more
prescriptions a month. That is $70 a
month. And then they get a 3-month
supply at a time through the VA,
which is $210 for a veteran who may be
on a fixed income. Think about it. At a
time when we are contemplating giving
over $600 billion in a tax cut to the
richest 5 percent of the people who live
in this country, we are increasing the
cost of medicine for our veterans.

Let me talk about another decision
the Veterans Administration has made.
Last August, they sent out a memo to
all of their health care providers; and
they said to their health care pro-
viders, too many veterans, and I am
paraphrasing obviously, but this is
what they said, too many veterans are
coming in for services. We do not have
enough money to provide those serv-
ices, and so this is how we are going to
deal with it. As a health care provider,
you are no longer able to participate in
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a community health fair to tell vet-
erans what services they are entitled
to. You cannot send out newsletters
telling veterans what services they are
entitled to. You cannot make public
service announcements telling vet-
erans what services they are entitled
to.

It is a gag rule on the VA health pro-
viders, an absolute gag rule. I call it
the ““If they do not ask, we will not tell
policy.”” We are saying to the veterans,
if you do not ask what you are entitled
to, we will not tell you what you are
legally entitled to receive. It is a
shameful policy.

And then the VA made a more recent
decision, which my colleague referred
to briefly. There are seven priority
groupings within the veterans system.
The VA system took group seven, pri-
ority group seven, and divided it and
made a new priority group, priority
group eight they call it. And then they
told these priority group eight vet-
erans, and these are people who have
served our country honorably, they
told them they can no longer partici-
pate in the VA health care system.
Now, if they are already in there, they
will not kick them out. But if they
need to enroll, they cannot.

How much money does a veteran
have to make to be in a priority eight
group? Well, it depends on where they
live in the country, but somewhere be-
tween $26,000 and $30,000 a year. So if a
veteran makes more than that, the VA
says, no, no, you cannot enroll in our
health care system. You may have high
prescription drug costs, you may have
serious health conditions, but we can-
not afford to provide you care.

Now, think about it. We are raising
the prescription drug costs for our vet-
erans, we are placing a gag order on
our VA health care providers, telling
them they cannot tell veterans about
the services that they are entitled to,
and then we take an entire group of
veterans and we just say, you make too
much money.

I want to tell my colleague what a
veteran said to me a couple of days
ago. He said, ‘‘Congressman Strick-
land, when they drafted me into the
Armed Services and asked me to go
fight for my country, they never asked
me how much money I made then. But
now they are saying, well, if you make
$30,000, that is too much money; we
cannot afford to provide you with VA
health care.”

Let me mention just one more thing
in closing. I visited a group of veterans
in Steubenville, Ohio, about 4 days ago,
and they told me about a health fair
that they conduct in this little county,
Jefferson County, Ohio. They do it
every year at the local high school.
They do it on a Saturday, using all vol-
unteers. The nurses and the doctors
that participate in this health fair give
of their own time on a Saturday. They
average annually about 500 veterans
coming to that health fair. Last sum-
mer, they were able to detect four
cases of mouth cancer. Four cases. And
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those people are now getting treat-
ment.

Under this rule that the VA has im-
posed, this gag order, that group of vet-
erans can no longer conduct this an-
nual health fair. Think about that.
Think about that. What have we be-
come if in our country, as rich as we
are, we are willing to take over $600
billion and give it to the wealthiest
among us and yet we are cutting back
on the services that we are providing
to those who have served this country
in the military? It is a shameful set of
circumstances.

I hope the President talks about vet-
erans tonight. And when he talks about
veterans, I hope he remembers what
this administration is doing and that
he reverses course. I would love for the
President to announce tonight that he
is removing the gag order on the vet-
erans health care providers. I would
like for the President to say we are re-
versing the decision to increase the
cost of prescription drugs for veterans.
I would like for the President to say
priority eight veterans are welcome
into the VA health care system be-
cause they served our country and we
owe them.

So I thank the gentleman for giving
me a chance to talk about this issue. It
is one that really troubles me because
I think it says something about the
values that our country is embracing
at this point in our historical time pe-
riod. I believe we need to change
course, to reverse course and start
treating our veterans with the respect
and the honor due them.

So I thank the gentleman for giving
me a chance to speak to that issue, and
I look forward to hearing from others
of our colleagues as we talk about the
economic circumstances facing this
country.

Mr. PALLONE. I want to thank my
colleague, Mr. Speaker. I know that he
has always been a champion for vet-
erans. And that gag rule, I read about
it in the paper; and it upset me a great
deal.

In fact, in the last 2 weeks something
similar happened with Medicare pro-
viders. They sent out to the contrac-
tors who run the Medicare program a
memo essentially saying the same
thing, that we do not want you to go
out and do any kind of outreach to tell
people about what services are avail-
able under Medicare. The sad thing
about it is that we are often dealing
with frail people. We are dealing with a
lot of elderly people with Medicare and
also with these veterans benefits. As
the gentleman mentioned, in some
small towns they may not have the
normal means of finding out about
what is available.

So it is really unfortunate, and again
it goes back to this credibility gap I
keep talking about. The President
gives the impression, I am sure he will
do it again tonight, about how he
wants to provide Medicare coverage
and expand for prescription drugs and
all these great things in the health
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care sphere, but in reality we find
these memos telling the departments
not to tell anybody what is even avail-
able now, let alone expand the pro-
gram. It is totally inconsistent.

Mr. STRICKLAND. If my colleague
will yield, I believe the VA has broken
the law when they imposed this gag
order. I have asked the General Ac-
counting Office to make a determina-
tion regarding whether or not the law
was broken.

It is my understanding that before
such a policy change can be made, that
any agency of the Federal Government
must bring that policy change back to
this Congress for approval or dis-
approval. The VA has failed to do that.
So I am looking forward to getting a
determination, perhaps within the next
few days; and I believe I am correct in
my assumption that the law has not
been followed and that the VA is in
violation of a law that was passed by
this House and by the Senate requiring
them to inform the Congress whenever
such a policy change occurs. They did
not do that in this case.

Mr. PALLONE. Well, I appreciate
what the gentleman has said; and I
thank him for coming down here, as he
often does.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to yield
now to my colleague from Wisconsin.

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from New Jersey for orga-
nizing this very important Special
Order talking about the State of health
care in our country. And before the
gentleman from Ohio leaves the well, 1
want to commend him too for all the
work that he has done in regards to
veterans issue and also for highlighting
for a few minutes this afternoon before
the State of the Union address the cur-
rent state of affairs in regards to
health care funding for our veterans in
this country generally.

Another very important topic that
the gentleman did not address this
afternoon is the whole concurrent pay
issue, and it is something we have all
supported, dealing with veterans bene-
fits and disability payments which are
currently offset, and that we are trying
to correct; but the administration has
refused to fund that.

Now, in a few hours, as my colleagues
have indicated, the President will be
here in the well addressing the Nation,
and really the world, in giving us his
speech on the State of the Union. We
will hear a lot of discussion in regards
to Iraq this evening, in regards to prob-
ably some of the other international
crises which are currently confronting
the world and this Nation. Not just
Iraq, but the situation in North Korea,
the conflict in the Middle East, the sit-
uation down in Venezuela, all are very
serious. But we have an obligation in
this Congress to do all that we possibly
can to ensure the safety and the secu-
rity of our citizens, and we will move
forward as a Nation in addressing those
concerns.

One of the things I continuously hear
from folks back home in my Third Con-
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gressional District in western Wis-
consin is they also expect us to walk
and chew gum at the same time; to not
just deal with the national security
threats that exist against us, but also
deal with the domestic challenges that
now confront us.

As I travel around my congressional
district, and I am sure it is true for my
friend from New Jersey as well, one of
the paramount issues that people want
to talk about, because they are so con-
cerned about it, is the State of our
health care system and the deficiency
that they are currently seeing; the fact
we have so many people on the unin-
sured rolls in this country, close to 44
million this year alone; the fact there
is a lot of cost shifting going on by our
providers because of the inadequacy of
reimbursements rates and the impact
that has on double-digit premium in-
creases on insurance policies that large
and small employers are offering their
employees.

This is killing the backbone of our
economy, and small business owners in
particular. We need to think of bold
and creative solutions to the health
care crisis that we are facing, not to
mention the inadequacy of the current
Medicare program and the lack of a
prescription drug program, which is
long overdue. That is as key and im-
portant a part of modern health care
today, prescription drugs and access
and the affordability of prescription
drugs, as hospital beds were back in
the mid-1960s when the Medicare pro-
gram was first created.

One of my chief concerns as we move
forward in this 108th Congress is really
the economic plan being pursued by the
administration. It is one being pursued
with fiscal reckless abandon. They are
currently projecting close to a $300 bil-
lion deficit this year, which would set
a record, an all-time record, in budget
deficits for our country. If the eco-
nomic plan that is currently being pur-
sued with large new spending increases
and large new tax cuts continue to be
pursued, we will be looking at massive
budget deficits throughout the remain-
der of this decade and perhaps beyond.

This is all occurring at exactly the
wrong moment, when we have an aging
population, close to 80 million baby
boomers all marching in lockstep to
their retirement, which is going to
start in a few short years. We are not
making the type of decisions that we
need to make today in order to prepare
our country for that inevitability,
which is just around the corner.

It is kind of the 800-pound gorilla in
this Chamber. Everyone knows about
it, but nobody really wants to talk
about it or address it. I would hope to-
night that during the President’s State
of the Union address he will touch upon
the concerns that the health care in-
dustry has, that our providers have in
regards to the inadequacy of reim-
bursements rates, but also what plan
he has to turn the budget around so we
can get back to balance; so we can ex-
ercise some fiscal discipline again in
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our budgetary decisions; so we can pre-
pare the next generation of Americans,
our children and grandchildren, to deal
with the challenges that they will face
in their lifetime.

One of my greatest fears, as the fa-
ther of two little boys who are only 4
and 6, is that we are setting them up
for failure.
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Mr. Speaker, I am referring to the fu-
ture generation of Americans who we
are going to leave a legacy of massive
debt to, and at the same time ask them
to afford the programs for this massive
baby boom retirement which is going
to start in a few short years.

Those are some of the issues that
hopefully the President will also delve
into given the limited amount of time
that he will have in the State of the
Union Address. I think these are cru-
cial issues to the people back in my
district who are wondering how are we
going to deal with the massive budget
deficits which jeopardize the long-term
economic security of our Nation, while
also being able to make the crucial in-
vestments that need to be made in the
health care system, in our education
systems so our kids can stay competi-
tive, and also in preserving and con-
serving our natural resources in this
country.

We need to walk and chew gum at the
same time. We need to do this to-
gether. Hopefully we will have an at-
mosphere of bipartisanship as we move
forward on these important issues in
the weeks and months ahead.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I am
glad the gentleman brought up this
issue of the debt. I would like to end
this Special Order with that issue be-
cause I think it is so important.

I remember when I was first elected,
which was about 15 years ago now, and
a Member used to come down every
afternoon or evening during this time
of Special Orders with a huge sort of
digital clock that ran the length of this
podium here that had the amount of
the debt and how it was increasing
every minute or 15 minutes, and the
Republican Party were in the minority
then, and they made that a basic
premise. We had to get rid of this Fed-
eral deficit.

Finally when we did under President
Clinton, the last couple of years we had
a surplus, that is when the economy
was in the boom times. We all know if
we create a surplus, it helps the econ-
omy. The Federal Government is not
taking away money that private indus-
try uses to create new jobs and new
production.

Even in the President’s State of the
Union Address last year, the President
said that he wanted to control the
debt. If there was any debt, it would be
short-term, it would not continue to
grow. Now all of a sudden silence as if
it does not matter anymore.

I have one statistic. It was in the
New York Times January 16 when the
OMB Director Daniels suggested that
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the budget is not likely to be in surplus
in the next 10 years. I do not want to
say that Republicans do not care, but
they seem to be really downplaying
this as if it does not matter. The gen-
tleman from Wisconsin is right, this is
essentially an inheritance tax on our
children. They are going to have to pay
it back.

I wish we would hear something from
the President about how he is going to
deal with this deficit because from
what I can understand, if we were able
to implement his economic stimulus
package, if we then made the tax cuts
that were passed last year permanent,
and then add the cost of the war in
Iraq, which might be 2- to $300 billion,
if that happens, we could be talking
about a couple-trillion-dollar deficit. I
do not understand how, and again it
goes back to the credibility gap. He
makes commitments how we are going
to keep the deficit under control, and
then we find out it is very much the
opposite.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, I believe now
is as good a time as any for the baby
boom generation, this massive demo-
graphic bubble that is working its way
through our society and aging ever so
gracefully, to step into this political
debate. I think the message is being de-
livered to them that they can have it
all, that they can have massive tax
cuts today and retirement security to-
morrow, when it is really their genera-
tion and the challenge that their gen-
eration poses that we need to come to
grips with.

I have to believe that the President
is a good son, loyal and dutiful and lis-
tens to his mom and dad. I think it
would be wise if the President were to
listen to what his father said when it
was proposed, this type of economic
plan was proposed to him back in the
early 1980s, where they would have
huge increases in spending, coupled
with large tax cuts, which would lead
to large budget deficits, which did
occur during the decade of the 1980s
and the early 1990s. The first President
Bush called it voodoo economics be-
cause he knew what would transpire.

It is like deja vu all over again, the
economic policies coming out of this
White House: Huge increases in spend-
ing, although they want to claim to be
the party of fiscal constraint. We had a
10 percent growth in government
spending last fiscal year alone. On the
current track, we are going to be pret-
ty close to that this fiscal year. Double
that with the large tax cuts which have
been enacted, with the increased spend-
ing and the reduction in revenue, we
are going to have massive budget defi-
cits forming. That is why the Office of
Management and Budget, their own
economic analysts are saying $300 bil-
lion in projected deficits this year
alone without even counting a military
obligation in Iraq, which could blow
the lid off everything else.

I feel there is time to recover. We
have not slid too far down that road
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yvet where, without further budgetary
discipline, we could not turn this ship
of state around in the nick of time. Un-
like the decade of the 1980s and the
early 1990s when these huge deficits ac-
cumulated, we do not have the luxury
of a decade of the 1990s to reduce the
deficit and start running some sur-
pluses again in time for this massive
retirement that is about to begin with
the baby boom generation.

We have a lot of work cut out for us
this year, and hopefully some people
are starting to pay attention to the
looming economic crisis that budget
deficits most assuredly will bring, and
we will act accordingly.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman. The whole goal of this
Special Order is to say do not mislead
us. If we have a State of the Union Ad-
dress tonight, be honest where we are
going, what we are going to accomplish
and what it is going to cost. We are not
going to be able to do it all, and the
President basically has to confront
that issue, and I hope he does.

AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PENCE). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
WELDON) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the majority leader.

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I rise tonight on the eve of
the historic State of the Union the
President is going to provide to the
American people to discuss the role
that Congress has played in a very con-
structive way, in a very bipartisan way
in assisting this President in some of
the most difficult foreign policy deci-
sions that have ever confronted this
Nation.

We have heard a lot of rhetoric about
the partisan politics of this President
not doing what he said he would do and
this President wanting to go into war
and jump ahead of events and threaten
the lives of the American people, and
we all know that is just rhetoric. This
President, to his core, does not want
war. This Congress does not want war.
This Congress and this President do
not want conflict. So when Members on
either side get up and spew out rhet-
oric that makes it appear that this
President is bent on creating conflict
with Iraq or North Korea, it is untrue.

I want to analyze some of the events
that occurred over the recent recess,
the role of Congress in a constructive
way to assist this President on foreign
policy. I want to lay the groundwork
for what I think will be the President’s
comments tonight about some of the
most difficult crises that we face
today.

Much of the President’s speech to-
night will focus on domestic issues, and
I look forward to that because we have
to have a blueprint to restart this
economy. He will talk about education,
about health care and prescription
drugs, and those are issues that we
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have to continue to address, and this
President has a plan for those issues.
He has a national energy strategy that
we passed in the House that got hung
up in the Senate last year. We passed a
prescription drug bill which could not
get through the Senate. The President
tonight will challenge us to complete
the work domestically that he has out-
lined for us in the past, and he will out-
line a new vision in terms of jump-
starting the economy.

But the real focus has to do with our
national security, because as we all
know, Article I, section 8 of our Con-
stitution, which defines the role of the
Congress, does not mention health care
as a key priority. It does not mention
the environment as a key priority. In
fact, it does not mention education.
But Article I, section 8 mentions the
responsibility of the Congress. In five
specific instances it mentions this: To
provide for the common defense of the
American people. That is our ultimate
responsibility, because without a
strong defense, we cannot have an edu-
cation system, quality health care, or a
decent environment. A national secu-
rity provides that underpinning.

It is amazing to me when I hear the
candidates who have announced they
are running for the President 2 years
down the road get up and spew out this
rhetoric about how this President has
caused all of these hostile relations
with Saddam Hussein and other leaders
around the world.

I would remind Members, it was over
the past 10 years that when we as a Na-
tion did not enforce the arms control
agreements already on the books that
technologies were transferred out of
Russia and China 38 times. In fact, I
had the Congressional Research Serv-
ice document those 38 instances. Thir-
ty-eight times during the 1990s we had
solid evidence of technology being
leaked, illegally sold and transferred
out of Russia and China to five coun-
tries. Those five countries were Iran,
Iraq, Syria, Libya and North Korea.
What were those technologies? They
were chemical and biological precur-
sors that would allow Saddam Hussein
to build chemical and biological weap-
ons. They were missile components to
allow Iraq and Iran to build their me-
dium-range missile systems that they
now have today. They were nuclear
components to allow these countries to
develop nuclear weapons capabilities.

Mr. Speaker, all that occurred during
the 1990s, and the documentation
showed it occurred 38 times. Of those 38
instances, we imposed the required
sanctions of the treaties less than 10
times. The other 28 times we pretended
we did not see it, partly because our
policy towards Russia during the 1990s
was to keep Yeltsin in power; and,
therefore, we did not want to raise any
concerns that might embarrass Yeltsin
back to Moscow. So even though we
knew this technology was flowing, we
pretended we did not see it.

I remember very vividly a meeting in
Moscow in May 1997 in the office of
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General Alexander Lebed. He was a re-
tired two-star general, and had just left
Yeltsin’s side as his defense adviser.

My bipartisan delegation said, ‘‘Gen-
eral, tell us about your military.”

He said, ‘‘Congressman, our military
is in total disarray. Our Dbest
warfighters, our best Soviet generals
and admirals have left the service of
the country because of a lack of pay,
because of indecent housing, and be-
cause of morale problems beyond their
control.”

He went on to say that they feel be-
trayed by the motherland, and they are
selling off the technology that we built
to use against the United States during
the Cold War, and they are selling it to
your enemies. General Lebed went on
to say to our bipartisan delegation,
“Our problem today is your problem
tomorrow.”” How right General Lebed
was.

Mr. Speaker, that was in May 1997 at
the height of the time when many of us
in the Congress in both parties were
screaming for enforcement of arms
control regimes, because if we had
taken steps back then, Saddam Hussein
and bin Laden and the rest of these ter-
rorist cells would not have this tech-
nology that we are now having to allo-
cate billions of dollars to defend
against because Iraq and Iran could not
themselves build chemical and biologi-
cal agents. They got that technology
from Russia, a destabilized Russia.
North Korea did not have the tech-
nology for long-range missiles. They
got that technology from China and
also from Russia.

So when I hear our colleagues, pri-
marily on the other side of the aisle,
taking shots at the President, saying
he created all of this, it makes me sad
because the facts do not support that
conclusion.

Mr. Speaker, we are paying the price
today for the inaction of all of us dur-
ing the 1990s. Since I was a Member of
this body at that time, I include my-
self. We could have and we should have
done more to reinforce the trans-
parency and the control mechanisms
that were in place to prevent these
kinds of technologies from being
leaked into the hands of unstable play-
ers.

Mr. Speaker, unfortunately we are
where we are today, and the fact is
that Iraq has chemical and biological
and nuclear weapons. As a senior mem-
ber of the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, I have sat through hundreds of
briefings. I have gone to classified in-
telligence sessions. While I cannot talk
about what I have seen publicly, there
is no doubt in my mind, there is no
doubt in the mind of anyone who fol-
lows these issues, that Saddam Hussein
has the worst weapons imaginable.

Mr. Speaker, in Ken Pollack’s recent
book, talking about the ultimate activ-
ity that we are now in against Saddam
Hussein, he quotes some U.N. special
documents that compare the atrocities
of Saddam Hussein’s regime to those of
Adolph Hitler before World War II.
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What is amazing to me is those can-
didates running for the Presidency on
the Democratic side who have criti-
cized President Bush, I did not hear
their rhetoric spewing out when Presi-
dent Clinton went to invade Yugo-
slavia. And as bad as Slobodan
Milosevic was and is, and thank good-
ness he is being tried for war crimes
today, even the actions of Slobodan
Milosevic do not compare to what Sad-
dam Hussein has committed on his own
people.
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We know that he has used chemical
weapons on his own people. In fact, we
had one instance where 15,000 people
were Kkilled by the actions of Saddam
Hussein.

We know Saddam has a biological
weapons program. In fact, in 1992 when
Saddam Hussein was driven out of Ku-
wait, he signed a document pledging to
the world community, not just the
U.S., pledging to the world community
that he would disarm, he would destroy
all of his weapons of mass destruction.
So the inspectors from the U.N. went
into his country. We knew at the time
he had chemical, biological weapons.
We knew they were there. We saw
them. We knew they could be ac-
counted for, and we knew he was devel-
oping a nuclear capability.

And yet in the mid-1990’s, Saddam
kicked out those U.N. inspectors, and
we did nothing about it. In 1998 every-
thing was gone out of Iraq while Sad-
dam continued to do exactly what the
world community told him not to do
and which he agreed not to do in 1992.
When President Bush came in in 2000,
he said in his very simple analysis we
cannot allow this to continue. We are
allowing a man who will use weapons
of mass destruction against us to build
additional capability, and that is why
the actions that we are leading up to
today through the U.N. and with the
President are so essential to be sup-
ported by all of us.

In fact, Mr. Speaker, I met with some
of my Russian friends recently and
they said, You know, the problem,
Curt, in your country is you get out
front and you have all these people
taking shots at your President and
Saddam Hussein reads that as weak-
ness, he reads that as an inconsistent
policy towards him and if he just holds
out long enough, the antagonism in
America will go away. So in effect
those people in some cases crying most
loudly for peace are the very ones that
might lead us to war. If we as a Nation
would get behind this President and
show solid bipartisan support that Sad-
dam Hussein has weapons of mass de-
struction that the world has acknowl-
edged, that need to be destroyed, then
Saddam Hussein would get the message
that it does not matter how long he
can prolong this effort and deny the
U.N. inspectors; he must open up and
let us see these weapons that we know
he has.

Colin Powell yesterday said it best,
Mr. Speaker. He asked some very fun-
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damental questions: Where are the
chemical weapons? Where are the mo-
bile vans? Where are the biological
agents that we know we had in the past
that all of a sudden have disappeared?
And my colleagues would do well in
challenging this President to repeat
the fact that all we want is Saddam to
publicly acknowledge and then allow
the destruction of those weapons to
take place. Who can be against that,
Mr. Speaker? No one. And if he does
not do that, then we have to face the
possibility of using force to accomplish
the security that our Nation deserves.

And some would say the polls do not
support the President. Mr. Speaker, no
decent President in American history
has governed by polls. We do not elect
a President to put his finger in the air
to read the way the winds are blowing.
We elect a President to exert leader-
ship, to be out front where others think
perhaps he is going wrong. And this
President has showed that leadership
time and again. Mr. Speaker, it was
this President who moved us out of the
ABM treaty.

I would remind my colleagues on
both sides, remember what we heard
from the liberal left in this city. The
world was going to end, a nuclear race
would start, Russia and China would go
off the deep end. We pulled out of the
ABM treaty because of the President’s
desire to protect our own people, and
there was a giant yawn around the
world. Ironically today we are looking
to do more missile defense cooperation
with Russia than ever before. In fact,
in a recent visit with the chairman of
one of Russia’s largest space institutes,
Kurchatov, they showed me a docu-
ment and asked me to support it; but I
could not talk about it until the ABM
treaty had expired because it would
violate the terms of the treaty, allow-
ing Russia and America to work to-
gether for the common defense of our
people.

George Bush showed leadership. In
spite of what the polls said, in spite of
what our colleagues said in this body
and the other body, George Bush stood
up for what was right for America, and
history has proven that he made the
right decision.

The same thing is applicable now,
Mr. Speaker. We have some extremely
tough challenges. We have never had a
more complicated foreign policy situa-
tion than we have today. Thank good-
ness we have a President who under-
stands people who can lead. Thank
goodness we have a President who put
Colin Powell in the position of power,
who has integrity, who has respect
around the world perhaps unlike any
other Secretary of State in the history
of this Nation. Thank goodness we
have a President who put Condoleezza
Rice as the head of the National Secu-
rity Council, his top advisor on secu-
rity, someone who is not a politician
but someone who understands geo-
political issues and is there at the side
of the President advising him on policy
direction and on procedures to deal
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with other nations. And thank good-
ness we have Don Rumsfeld as the Sec-
retary of Defense, someone who to his
core will make sure that our military
is the best prepared and the best
equipped not to fight a war but to deter
aggression. The reason we have a
strong military is to deter aggression
from those enemies and those adver-
saries who would want to take us down
or who would want to harm our allies
and our friends. And Don Rumsfeld
plays that role extremely well.

So, Mr. Speaker, I am proud of this
administration; and I am proud of this
President, and I am also proud of my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle
who have worked together for bipar-
tisan support of some very difficult
issues.

Mr. Speaker, in December I led a del-
egation that started out in the former
Soviet Republic of Georgia. We went to
Georgia for several reasons. First of
all, to meet with President
Shevardnadze to assure him that we
are a key ally that he could count on
to help Georgia in rebuilding their Na-
tion, their economy, and this new de-
mocracy. We went up and got the brief-
ings on the Pankisi Gorge when we
went to Moscow, we could reassure the
Russians that the Georgians were
doing everything possible along with
American assistance to drive out the
terrorist cells that had been in the
Pankisi Gorge in the past that posed
such a threat to the people of Russia.

But perhaps the most important rea-
son we went to Georgia, Mr. Speaker,
was our concern that last winter the
gas supplies for the Georgian people to
heat their homes was cut off. In the
middle of the winter they had no heat,
and so I invited to meet us in Georgia
the president of the primary gas sup-
plier for that Nation. President Igor
Makarov of the Itera Corporation met
us in Georgia at my request, and I
asked him to make a public statement,
which he did; and that public state-
ment at our suggestion was to guar-
antee the people of Georgia that no gas
supplies would be shut off this winter
so they in fact could not be dangled by
anyone using energy, using heat as a
source of manipulation. The Congress
played an extremely constructive role
in that wvisit, and I thank my col-
leagues for their support in that effort.

We then moved on to Belarus.
Belarus has not been a friend to the
United States in recent years. Presi-
dent Lukashenko has drifted aside. He
has unfortunately manipulated the
Parliament and has caused problems in
our relationship. In fact, just before we
arrived in Minsk, the capital of that
country, he kicked out the OSCE in-
spectors that were there to monitor
human rights, free and fair elections,
and the oversight of the OSCE respon-
sibilities that all 55 member nations
agree upon.

When I arrived in Minsk, our ambas-
sador, who is a very capable man, said,
“Congressman, President Lukashenko
is not going to meet with you. He
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meets with no one from the West nor
from America.” I said, ‘‘Ambassador, I
would not be here if I had not received
a personal invitation from President
Lukashenko.” At five o’clock on the
afternoon of the evening we arrived,
the foreign ministry from Belarus con-
tacted us at the hotel and said that we
were in fact invited to President
Lukashenko’s home for a private din-
ner meeting, which I attended along
with my colleague from the Senate,
Senator CONRAD BURNS, and our col-
league from the House, the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. BARTLETT).

We spent 5 hours, 5 hours in the home
of President Lukashenko, with the
President and two other individuals,
one of whom was a good friend of mine.
We sat around a table and for the first
hour we talked about ice hockey be-
cause that is a passion of the Presi-
dent, and Belarus was the Cinderella
team in the Olympics in America just a
few years ago. And then we turned to
more serious issues, and I conveyed to
President Lukashenko that we wish his
people no ill will, that President Bush
does not want to have sour relations
with Belarus, but there were certain
parameters that Belarus had to get
back to so that we in the Congress
could support an agenda to assist the
people of Belarus in dealing with their
economic problems, their health care
problems. And those issues deal with
free and fair elections, a legitimate
Parliament. Those issues deal with the
concerns that we have over prolifera-
tion coming out of Belarus, and those
issues deal with restoring the OSCE
representatives back into Minsk.

After 5 hours of discussion, President
Lukashenko agreed with our assess-
ment. We shook hands and we thought
we had reached an agreement that
would last and change a direction of
our relationship with this nation that
some have called one of the most
untrustworthy in all of Europe. Unfor-
tunately, the next day the foreign min-
istry of Belarus misinterpreted what
we had said, and we had to come back
publicly and make some very strong
statements against the President of
Belarus.

A week later, I was contacted by my
friend who is a personal friend of
Lukashenko, and he said, ‘‘Congress-
man WELDON, President Lukashenko
understands that perhaps things were
not conducted the way they should
have been, the way it was discussed
with you and your colleagues.” The
bottom line is, Mr. Speaker, that 1
month later President Lukashenko in
Vienna announced that all six OSCE
reps would be restored to their posi-
tions in Minsk. Congress again played
a constructive role in supporting our
President in moving toward a stable re-
lationship with this nation.

We moved on to Moscow, Mr. Speak-
er, and there we signed a historic docu-
ment. Members of the United States
House, the United States Senate, the
Russian Duma, and the Russian Fed-
eration Council met together in one
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room to agree to a document that we
all signed, supported by almost 100
members of our Congress, House and
Senate, and the Russian Parliament,
Duma and Federation Council. These
identical pieces of legislation that we
drafted back in the fall call for a new
energy strategy that the U.S. should
rely on Russian energy sources and
move away from the troubled resources
of the Middle East. The documents
that we signed, which I will present to
Speaker HASTERT and President Bush
this week, signify a new time in our re-
lationship where the four parliaments
understand a new strategic oppor-
tunity to move together, to help Amer-
ica move away from Middle Eastern
crude, to help Russia realize the finan-
cial resources they need to help their
economy by selling America her energy
capabilities. While in Moscow we also
met with the senior leaders of the Rus-
sian Government and the Duma and
the Federation Council. We talked
about arms control and proliferation,
and we talked about our strategy for a
new relationship, a document that one
third of this Congress signed on to a
year and a half ago before the first
summit.

Mr. Speaker, I am so proud of our
colleagues in this body because prior to
the first presidential summits, a group
of our colleagues who have traveled to
Russia, Democrats and Republicans to-
gether united, working with those
think tanks to focus on Russian-Amer-
ican relations, we produced a 40-some
page document with 108 recommenda-
tions in 11 key areas to say to our two
Presidents that it was time that Amer-
ica and Russia moved together as they
had announced publicly in speeches
they had given. These 11 areas included
agriculture, health care, education,
science and technology, energy, the en-
vironment, local government, judicial
systems, and defense and security.
These 108 recommendations, Mr.
Speaker, were endorsed by one third of
this body and in the other body by our
colleagues, Senator JOE BIDEN, Senator
CARL LEVIN, and Senator DICK LUGAR,
so that when President Bush and Presi-
dent Putin were hand delivered these
documents, they both knew that Con-
gress was ready to move our relation-
ship into a new direction.
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That was a year and a half ago, Mr.
Speaker. In May of last year, when I
led a delegation of 13 colleagues to
Moscow on the last day of the Moscow
summit, we had a luncheon in the Pres-
idential Hotel in downtown Moscow
with Members of our Senate, our
House, the Russian Duma and Federa-
tion Council. One of the former can-
didates for the Presidency of Russia,
Gregor Lavinsky, stood up to give a
speech. Mr. Speaker, he held up this
document and he said this was the
basis of the Russian approach to both
summits.

Again, Mr. Speaker, when the Con-
gress unites and takes away the par-
tisan rhetoric, we can accomplish great
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things, and we can do it together, with
our President, to move us in a new di-
rection, as we have done with Russia.

Mr. Speaker, on our trip to Moscow
in early December, I was overwhelmed
with what occurred when we went to
the Russian Academy of Sciences. In
the former Soviet States their Acad-
emy of Sciences are the ultimate, the
elite, those who really are the most re-
spected people in those Soviet soci-
eties.

In Russia, its Academy of Sciences is
the ultimate body. It is even a part of
the government. Irregardless of who
the President is, the Academy is part
of the government as advisors.

I had been asked to speak to the
Academy of Sciences, so we scheduled
a visit. I walked in the room, and there
before me were 300 academicians from
all over the country. At the head table
up front was former Presidential can-
didate and Communist Party leader
Zyuganov, the former Foreign Minister
and a whole host of former Russian
leaders from all factions.

The Chairman of the Russian Acad-
emy of Sciences, Mr. Osipov, was seat-
ed at the center of the head table. He
brought me to the front and sat me
down and said, Congressman, we are
asking you to speak about this docu-
ment for this new relationship which
your Congress produced. I said, I will
be happy to. He said, following your
speech, we will open it up for ques-
tions.

I spoke for 25 minutes with our col-
leagues in the audience before 300 acad-
emicians. When I finished, Chairman
Osipov asked them to ask us questions,
which they did. Some were tough; most
were positive.

But, Mr. Speaker, something then
very strange happened. Chairman
Osipov asked me to stand up and
brought out a black cap and black
gown, and they asked me to put it on.
And then probably the most rewarding
event that I have had in all of my years
in public office, the Russian Academy
of Sciences, the social science network,
made me the first American member of
their Academy. What an honor was be-
stowed upon me and all of my col-
leagues, because it was a process that
involved members of both parties.

Following that ceremony, something
extremely unusual happened that I
wish I could share with every colleague
in this body and the other Chamber.
The Russian Academy of Sciences
voted unanimously to make this docu-
ment their document; to make our doc-
ument, A New Time, A New Beginning,
the official document of the Russian
Academy of Social Sciences and to dis-
tribute it to every member of the Rus-
sian Duma and Federation Council.

Mr. Speaker, when members of both
parties come together on foreign pol-
icy, we can achieve unbelievable re-
sults. We can shape the system, we can
open new doors, and our colleagues
from both parties deserve the praise
that should be lavished on everyone for
this new relationship that we have
achieved with Russia.
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Mr. Speaker, following our trip to
Moscow in December, I went back to
Moscow a second time in January for
another very special purpose. Igor
Kurchatov is the founder of the Soviet
nuclear bomb. Much like those in
America that were nuclear scientists
who did not want their careers to focus
on Kkilling people, but rather wanted
peaceful use of atomic energy, Igor
Kurchatov was told by Stalin to build
a nuclear bomb to respond to the
American program for nuclear weapons
following World War II. Igor Kurchatov
built the Soviet nuclear weapons pro-
gram. During the Cold War, it was
Kurchatov’s work and the work being
done at our labs that allowed the two
nations to build all of these nuclear
weapons.

January 8, 2003, was the 100th anni-
versary of Igor Kurchatov’s birth, the
celebration at the institute named
after him that day. It is the largest nu-
clear institute in Russia, with thou-
sands of scientists.

Mr. Speaker, I was given the honor of
speaking as a keynote speaker, along
with the Japanese Prime Minister and
the former Foreign Minister of Russia,
to talk about this new relationship and
about this laboratory that was built
and designed for production of nuclear
weapons, but now was being trans-
formed for peaceful purposes.

The director of that lab, Dr. Evgeny
Velikhov, is one of my best friends. He
is a real scholar and a real leader for
all of humanity. He has taken an agen-
cy in Russia that was designed to de-
velop nuclear weapons and has trans-
formed it into peaceful projects with
our nuclear agencies and labs in Amer-
ica.

I would include at the end of the
speech, Mr. Speaker, my speech at
Kurchatov entitled A New Millennium.
That speech outlines a new relation-
ship between the U.S. and Russia to
take apart our nuclear weapons, to dis-
mantle our chemical and biological
weapons, to follow through on the rec-
ommendations in our document to
allow the U.S. and Russia to work to-
gether.

That speech, Mr. Speaker, was ex-
tremely well received on the Russian
side, and I challenged them to build a
new network of interaction between
our labs and the Russian labs.

Following that speech we cut the rib-
bon on a brand new training facility
that is retraining 600 Russian nuclear
physicists who used to work on bombs
to do software engineering for Russian
IT companies working with American
IT companies.

Mr. Speaker, we have come a long
way. The new relationship with Russia
just did not happen. It happened be-
cause the Congress, Democrats and Re-
publicans, worked together, following
the leadership of Presidents Bush and
Putin, who set the vision for our na-
tions, who talked about a new time and
a new era of cooperation and support.
Amazing things can happen, Mr.
Speaker, when this Congress comes to-
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gether and realizes that foreign policy
challenges require us to act as a com-
mon body.

Yes, we can disagree in the process,
but not to the point where we under-
mine our strategic leadership needs as
best put forth by Colin Powell and
President George Bush.

Mr. Speaker, we want to expand
those programs, those nuclear non-
proliferation programs, those coopera-
tive threat reduction programs. But let
me issue a word of caution to some of
my colleagues in both bodies, because
some have put out some misinforma-
tion that perhaps we in the House do
not want these programs to move for-
ward.

Nothing could be further from the
truth. To those who have said publicly
that the House is trying to handicap
cooperation with Russia and disman-
tling chemical and biological and nu-
clear weapons, I say hogwash. What we
did do last year, Mr. Speaker, as the
stewards of the American taxpayer dol-
lars, is to say that every dollar we
spend in Russia, we must hold them ac-
countable for how those dollars are ul-
timately given out.

Why is transparency and integrity
and fiscal responsibility so critical
here, Mr. Speaker? Well, for one rea-
son, last year there was an audit done
by the Department of Defense inspec-
tor general, who found $95 million mis-
used by some unscrupulous people in-
side of Russia. Mr. Speaker, that is un-
acceptable. As much as I want to take
apart chemical and biological weapons
and reduce Russia’s nuclear stockpile, I
do not want $95 million siphoned off for
some other purpose, and neither does
any other taxpayer in this Nation.

For my colleagues in both bodies to
stand up and to say in op-eds and pub-
lic speeches that somehow this body
wants to stop those programs is abso-
lutely false and is an outrageous
misstatement. All we want in expand-
ing these programs is transparency. All
we want are some basic conditions that
show the Russian side and the Amer-
ican contractors doing this work in
Russia that we want accountability for
every dollar spent. We should seek no
less for the taxpayers, because it is
their money that we are spending.

As the chairman of the subcommittee
that oversees much of our defense pro-
curement, I can imagine the outrage if
one of our defense contractors could
not account for $95 million of taxpayer
money. It would be a national scandal.
But there are those in this body and
the other body who want to pretend
that is not a problem.

This year we in the House will con-
tinue to support expansion of programs
for nuclear nonproliferation, for coop-
erative threat reduction. In fact, I am
preparing a new package of legislation
at this very moment. But in the end we
will also guarantee that every dime of
money that we spend is accounted for
and is not being abused by anyone.

Mr. Speaker, following our trip to
Moscow, we went on to Belgrade. We
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met with the Prime Minister of Serbia,
the leadership of the Parliament there,
and we got an update on the progress
that Yugoslavia is making following
the war of just a few short years ago.

Mr. Speaker, I have to tell you, I was
disappointed. We bombed Belgrade, we
bombed Yugoslavia, and we promised
after the bombing as a Nation and as a
group of nations that we would help
them rebuild if they followed certain
conditions. Mr. Speaker, they have fol-
lowed those conditions. Our embassy in
Belgrade certified to us that they are
making progress, yet we, Mr. Speaker,
and our allies have not taken the steps
to properly support the rebuilding of
Yugoslavia, and that is an outrage.

So I come back tonight and I plead to
our colleagues in both bodies to work
to live up to the promises that we
made to the people of Yugoslavia, that
they, in fact, can rebuild their country
which we bombed just a few short years
ago to rid them of the scourge of
Milosevic.

Our last stop on that trip, Mr. Speak-
er, was in Vienna. The trip to Vienna
had two purposes, to receive at the
IAEA the most recent briefing on nu-
clear weapons in both North Korea and
Iraq. For 2 hours we sat at their head-
quarters, and they walked us through
this Agency’s assessment of the nu-
clear capability and potential of Iraq
and the nuclear capability and poten-
tial of North Korea.

I would tell my colleagues, Mr.
Speaker, it was not a pretty briefing.
In fact, I invited the IAEA to come to
Washington, which they accepted,
where they will allow for every Mem-
ber of Congress to receive the same
briefing, the briefing as to the capabili-
ties of both North Korea and Iraq with
nuclear weapons and nuclear facilities
such as the reactors that are being
built in North Korea, the reactor being
built in Iraq, and the potential for that
material to be used illegally by either
or both nations.

Mr. Speaker, we also in Vienna vis-
ited the OSCE, hosted by our very ca-
pable Ambassador Steve Minikes. At
the OSCE headquarters I had the privi-
lege to speak to 10 of the major na-
tions’ ambassadors, including Russia,
about America and our policies rel-
ative to the OSCE. Ambassador
Minikes and the OSCE team is doing a
fantastic job. Again, it is because of
the bipartisan support of people like
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
HOYER) and the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and those people
who involve themselves in the inter-
parliamentary dialogue that is a part
of the OSCE process.

So, Mr. Speaker, I come full circle,
and I come full circle because tonight
in a few short hours the President will
stand behind us and give a speech, and
a major part of his speech will focus on
foreign policy. I say to my colleagues,
Mr. Speaker, we have proven time and
again that we can take on any chal-
lenge the Nation has and win if we
stick together, if we take apart the
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partisan rhetoric and get down to the
substance of what America needs to do.
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None of us want war. None of us want
conflict. None of us want to see Ameri-
cans go overseas and shed any blood.
Now is the time for us to stand to-
gether, at the most difficult point in
the recent history of this Nation. We
face the scourge of terrorism. We face
uncertainty in the Middle East. We
face China and Taiwan, North and
South Korea, India and Pakistan, all of
which require us as a Nation to act to-
gether; to disagree on the way we ap-
proach these solutions, but to do it in
a civil way, to show these countries
that, in the end, we are united. I would
just caution our colleagues in both
bodies in both parties to understand
the importance of that approach to
these very difficult foreign policy chal-
lenges.

Mr. Speaker, one final word. Over the
recess, as it was for the past year, we
have tried to take a bipartisan delega-
tion into North Korea, to DPRK. In
May of last year, 13 of our colleagues
were together. We went to Moscow, we
went to Beijing and Seoul, being prom-
ised all along we would get visas to go
into North Korea to open some dia-
logue with Kim Jong-il and the North
Korean Supreme People’s Congress. We
were denied that ability; even though
we had been promised, we were not
given the ability to travel in there to
open doors.

In August we received an e-mail from
the North Korean Government to try
again. I went back up to the U.N. two
more times and met with the DPRK
ambassador, Ambassador Han, and
pleaded with him to allow us to bring a
delegation in. In January of this year,
with his support, I reissued a letter
asking for support for our delegation to
visit, equal Members of Democrat and
Republican from this body. With the
support of President Jiang Zemin in
China, which we received in May of last
year personally, and with the support
of Kofi Annan who called me at home a
week ago and said Congressman, we are
behind your effort; with the support of
his chief interlocutor who has been
working the DPRK issue for the U.N.,
Maurice Strand; with the support,
quietly, of our own government, aware
of what we were doing and not telling
us to oppose it, the North Korean Gov-
ernment again has consistently op-
posed an effort, an honest effort by
Democrats and Republicans, to open a
new dialogue.

So, Mr. Speaker, I thank our col-
leagues in both parties who have stood
together and said, we will go back to
Pyongyang, we will take a delegation
in, we will have a discussion, we will
tell Kim Jong-il and the North Korean
people that we wish them no ill will,
we do not want a war with them, we
want to encourage the south in its ef-
fort to establish a peaceful relation-
ship, but there are certain things that
the DPRK must do, as outlined by our
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President and Secretary of State. They
must return to their commitment to a
safe policy of relationships with our
neighbors. They must end their pro-
gram of developing highly enriched
uranium which will lead to nuclear
weapons; and if they take those steps,
then we can peacefully cooperate with
them. We can become a trading part-
ner, and we in this body can open new
doors and new opportunities as we have
done with Russia, as we have done with
other nations around the world.

So in closing, Mr. Speaker, I encour-
age our colleagues tonight who have
done so much, so much good with so
much foreign policy challenge existing
around the world, Democrats and Re-
publicans have consistently united; and
I encourage my colleagues to look for
that opportunity again, so that fol-
lowing the State of the Union tonight
we can come out with one voice, with
one Nation and say that we all want to
avoid war. But we must continue to
exert the pressure that was required by
the U.N. resolutions in 1992, that was
required by the arms control agree-
ments that North Korea has now opted
out of, and if they come back to the
normalcy that they were once a part
of, that, in fact, we can have peaceful
coexistence without conflict.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleagues
for their cooperation. I will insert the
speech, ‘““A New Millennium,” that I
presented to the institute as a part of
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD at this
time.

A NEW MILLENIUM

To stand before you today—as an Amer-
ican, as a member of the United States
House of Representatives—and deliver the
keynote address in celebration of the 100th
birthday of Igor Kurchatov, is an astonishing
privilege. An invitation to attend this impor-
tant occasion would have been honor enough.
That I stand here as a principal speaker is so
much more than I could have ever imagined.
It is truly a humbling experience.

How far we—the United States and Rus-
sia—have come! From adversaries to friends,
from competitors to partners—we have
moved huge distances from the world of our
youth. The cold war is over, finished forever.
Today, Russians and Americans are called to
be the instruments of a new and, hopefully,
more peaceful, prosperous, and democratic
world in which each and every human being
on this globe will live in peace and dignity.

I have had a lifelong interest in Russia. I
have studied Russian language, history and
culture. Over time, I have been blessed with
many opportunities to travel to this great
country. I have learned that the Russians are
a proud people, historically aware, and mind-
ful of Russia’s unique global role.

I also have a passion for science and the
good things it can accomplish. My home city
of Philadelphia was the home of a famous
American, Benjamin Franklin. As a child I
was told of the wonderful discoveries and
practical application of science by Mr.
Franklin, who is one of the founders of our
nation. I have since been interested in what
science can do for mankind. Russia and
science make such a wonderful combination,
a combination that could springboard to a
wonderful and prosperous future.

One hundred years ago—on January 8,
1903—Igor Kurchatov, son of a nobleman who
was himself the grandson of a serf, was born
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to a life of great destiny. Igor Kurchatov was
one of those central persons of 20th century
Russia, who helped to define Russia’s role in
the modern world. He was a remarkable man
who left his mark and legacy on Russia for-
ever.

We gather here today more than 40 years
after his death to pay tribute not only to
him, but the institute that bears is name. In-
deed, the occasion of Igor Kurchatov’s 100th
birthday provides us with an opportunity to
salute the entire Russian scientific commu-
nity, especially the nuclear science commu-
nity. For it is my firm belief that the emerg-
ing future of a prosperous, democratic Rus-
sia will rely on the hard work and talent of
Russia’s scientific and engineering commu-
nity—a community that Igor Kurchatov was
instrumental in establishing.

As I briefly trace some of Igor Kurchatov’s
accomplishments, I want to begin at the end
of his life—in 1958, more than 40 years ago. In
his last public address, Kurchatov said, “I'm
glad that I have dedicated my life to Soviet
nuclear science. I believe that our people and
government will use science only for the
good of mankind.”

Today, on the 100th anniversary of his
birth, I believe Kurchatov’s final wish is
coming true. From my position in the United
States, I have had the opportunity over the
past decade of seeing the Russian scientific
community emerge from the shadows of the
cold war and turn their formidable talents
toward peaceful contributions to Russia and
to the world. Even as I speak here today, the
men and women in the institute that bears
his name are hard at work, beating their
swords into plowshares. And they are not
alone in this great task—as scientists and
engineers at other Russian institutes also
turn to science to serve—rather than de-
stroy—humanity.

Igor Kurchatov was both a world-class sci-
entist and a loyal citizen of the Soviet
Union. He was the father of the Soviet
Union’s atomic bomb. His country depended
on him to create and provide its nuclear de-
terrent during the cold war. He succeeded in
this demanding task under very difficult cir-
cumstances, despite the tyranny of his
bosses: Joseph Stalin and Lavrenti Beria. He
succeeded very well. The Soviet nuclear ar-
senal became and remained a serious worry
of the United States throughout the cold
war.

In retrospect, I can say that the nuclear
deterrence of the United States and the So-
viet Union provided the basis for stability
during dangerous times of enmity and oppo-
sition. These weapons kept us from ever fir-
ing a shot in war or anger against one an-
other. However we might think about that
50-year era and whether nuclear weapons and
the threat of mutual assured destruction
through their use was moral or wise, deter-
rence worked. Both countries—indeed the en-
tire world—escaped the devastation of nu-
clear weapons because both countries had
them and both recognized the consequences
of their use.

The scientific infrastructure that Igor
Kurchatov created to bring this about is, and
will remain his enduring legacy, long after
the days of the nuclear deterrence created by
the capability of mutually assured destruc-
tion fades from our collective memory. What
Kurchatov created goes well beyond nuclear
weapons and encompasses the entire range of
peaceful uses of the atom. No one can dis-
pute the world-class capabilities of Russia’s
present nuclear science network. It is your
inheritance from him.

The later part of Kurchatov’s career was
spent increasingly on peaceful uses of nu-
clear strategy. He oversaw the construction
of particle accelerators and research in fu-
sion. This new focus occupied him as his
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health gradually deteriorated. Like his fel-
low scientist Sakharov, he called for an end
to nuclear testing.

Kurchatov died in February 1960 of a blood
clot in the brain. His last public appearance
was to attend a performance of Mozart’s
Requiem. The haunting refrain of dona eis
requiem (grant them peace) must have rung
in his ears as he returned home from the
concert hall moments before he died. I re-
peat that refrain now: dona eis requiem,
grant the world peace, grant him—Igor
Kurchatov—the peace that belongs to a man
of peace.

You—the scientists and citizens of Rus-
sia—carry his torch into tomorrow. You are
carrying it into an uncertain future. The fu-
ture is always uncertain, no matter how hard
we try to prepare for it. Your work will de-
lineate the tomorrows for your children and
grandchildren. It will define the future and
improve it for Russia and the world. You—
the scientists and engineers of Russia—have
already begun the next phase of scientific en-
deavors for your country, and you have done
it in the most difficult and troubling of
times, and in the face of grave uncertainty.

I stand here today and tell you that you
are not alone in this quest. The United
States of America will stand with you as you
build a new prosperous and democratic Rus-
sia. I am proud that the United States has
been a partner with Russia and its scientists
in so many ways since the end of the Soviet
Union. I, as a member of the U.S. House of
Representatives, have supported all of the ef-
forts of our U.S.-Russian partnership—
whether through the International Science
and Technology Center, the Initiatives for
Proliferation Prevention, or the Nuclear Cit-
ies Initiative. I have supported the joint
U.S.-Russian work on nuclear materials—the
conversion of Weapons-grade highly-enriched
uranium (HEU) into Low-enriched uranium
(LEU) for use in peaceful power reactors, the
transformation of Weapons Plutonium into
MOX fuel, also for peaceful use in reactors,
and the safeguarding of nuclear material
through the joint Materials Protection Con-
trol and Accounting (MPC&A) program.

The list of our partner projects goes on and
on. I expect that we shall walk hand-in-hand
in the scientific community’s efforts against
terrorism. These programs are also a key to
Russia’s and the United States’ joint efforts
to prevent the proliferation of weapons of
mass destruction.

I am particularly interested in how you,
the scientists and engineers of Russia, can
transform your nation through the commer-
cialization of Russian science, often in co-
operation with U.S. companies. I see such
commercialization as a key to future Rus-
sian prosperity.

Last month, I attended and addressed the
annual meeting of the United States Indus-
try Coalition, a group of more than 140 com-
panies working with Russia and other former
Soviet republics in cooperative scientific
commercial ventures. These private compa-
nies have put aside all vestiges of cold war
thinking. They are committed to and see the
importance of creating jobs and viable busi-
ness in Russia as their contribution to peace.
I believe that such cooperation with the U.S.
will help create, if not become, the loco-
motive of a new and prosperous Russian
economy that takes full advantage of your
greatest strengths—the thousands of excel-
lent scientists, engineers, and technicians.

The institute that bears Igor Kurchatov’s
name plays a major role in all of these ef-
forts. Its leaders, Academicians Evgeny
Velikhov and Nicholai Nicholoaivotich
Ponomarev-Stepnoi, have shown an aggres-
siveness and entrepreneurial spirit that
should be emulated by all the science insti-
tutes of Russia. They see the future of Rus-
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sia in high tech industries. One of the most
foresighted efforts in this area is their par-
ticipation with the United States Industry
Coalition to create a sister organization, the
National Industry Coalition here in Moscow,
to encourage Russian companies to take ad-
vantage of Russia’s technical expertise in
new business ventures.

The Kurchatov Institute is not just stand-
ing still, waiting for tomorrow, but it cre-
ating the future. I urge all the scientific in-
stitutions of Russia to emulate the endeav-
ors of those who are creating a new high tech
commercial community in Russia. This need
not just be an effort on behalf of weapons
scientists.

We have the opportunity to accomplish so
many things in our new U.S.-Russian part-
nership. We are already doing so against the
horrors of terrorism and will do much more
in that critical area. In fact, there are few
areas where the United States and Russia
cannot work together.

Last year I put together a blueprint for a
U.S.-Russian partnership. This document
was endorsed by one-third of the United
States Congress. I called it A New Time, A
New Beginning. In this document I present a
new vision for U.S.-Russian relations. I
wrote in because I believed then, and even
more so today, that now is the time, with
Vladimir Putin and George Bush as presi-
dents of our two countries, to improve our
relationship for the long-term. It is time to
stop the roller coaster ride of the past decade
and settle down into a steady forward path.
Our route must continue to take full account
of defense and security issues, even when
they collide. However, it is now time to
move beyond these issues as we step into the
new millennium. It is time to take a holistic
approach to cooperation—one that takes
into account Russia’s myriad concerns and
needs as well as those of the United States.

I would like to describe the series of initia-
tives that I have proposed. These initiatives
take a comprehensive view of what might be
accomplished if we—the United States of
America and the Russian Federation—set
our minds and hearts on them. They deal
with initiatives in environment, energy, eco-
nomic development, and health care—as well
as defense and security. Let me describe
what I believe can be accomplished if we
have the will and perseverance to stay the
course.

It is time for greater cooperation on agri-
cultural development. This means not only
improving production, but expanding pri-
vate-sector investment.

We must facilitate Russia’s accession to
the World Trade Organization (WTO) and its
acceptance of all WTO agreements. In addi-
tion, we should increase funding for OPIC
and the U.S. Export-Import Bank projects
here in Russia. Also essential for economic
development is improvement of intellectual
property rights so that companies will invest
here.

Energy and natural resources are one of
the great strengths of Russia. We should co-
operate in oil and gas exploration, for exam-
ple in Timan Pechora. Success in joint co-
operation on energy will hinge on elimi-
nating bureaucratic obstacles on both sides
of the oceans. Our collaboration should in-
vestigate the energy security implications in
this new environment of sub-national ter-
rorism and the efforts of both our nations to
snuff out such terrorism.

Of course, I consider cooperation in science
and technology to be a linchpin of our future
relationship. Our future economies will rest
most assuredly on the ability to capitalize
on new science and technology and create
new businesses that meets the world’s needs.

This cooperation includes cooperation in
the area of nuclear fuel cycles. We must put
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to rest public concern about the safety, envi-
ronmental, and proliferation concerns asso-
ciated with nuclear power. Over the long-
term fusion may be the key to the world’s
energy needs. Therefore, we must cooperate
more on fusion research.

We should also cooperate in the embryonic
nanotechnology industry.

We have the opportunity to perform joint
cutting-edge research in medical technology
and treatments. The Department of Energy
and Institutes such as MINATOM can col-
laborate on breakthrough technologies such
as radiopharmaceuticals and advanced med-
ical diagnostic and treatment equipment. We
can also encourage research on devastating
chronic illnesses such as cardiovascular dis-
ease and diabetes between the U.S. National
Institutes of Health and appropriate Russian
Research institutes. Our cooperation would
include a more extensive exchange of physi-
cians and scientists.

Scientists would also cooperate in Space
and Aeronautics on projects like space solar
power, propulsion technology and weather
satellites. They would also expand coopera-
tion on marine science research and on de-
veloping Russian technologies for environ-
mental protection and remediation.

I would like to see creation of a fund from
Russian foreign debt transferal that would
be the economic engine for many of these
initiatives. For example, commercial success
in technology could lead to repayment of
loans or grants from the fund. Such repay-
ments could then be the basis for new invest-
ments in these programs.

Of course there are many other ways in
which we should become partners. I propose
to also include cultural and educational de-
velopment, improvement of the Russian judi-
cial and legal systems in order to firmly es-
tablish the ‘“‘rule of law,” as well as assist-
ance to local Russian governments so that
they can provide necessary services to the
public and also encourage democracy at the
grass roots level.

This is a very ambitious agenda that I pro-
pose. I put it forward because I happen to be-
lieve that there is no limit to what we can
achieve in our partnership. After all, it is a
new time. And new times call for new begin-
nings.

Much has happened in the one hundred
years since the birth of Igor Kurchatov. The
vast scientific and technical complex that is
his legacy has done much to advance knowl-
edge and technology. It will do much more if
we set our minds to it.

Before leaving Washington to travel to
Russia and Kurchatov, I sought the personal
feelings and thoughts of another great leader
in the world of nuclear physics—a man who
met Igor Kurchatov and professionally re-
spected the work of this great man. Born in
the same decade as Igor Kurchatov, Edward
Teller was a key architect of the early nu-
clear work of the United States. Now in his
90’s, living in California, Edward Teller
wanted me to relay his personal feeling on
this great occasion.

He said, ‘“‘like Igor Kurchatov, I long for
peace far more than I oppose war.”” He went
on to say that ‘‘cooperation between sci-
entists is the most important aspect of the
United States and Russia working together—
it is a splendid foundation for future
progress when former adversaries work to-
gether.”

One hundred years after the birth of two
men who devoted their lives to nuclear re-
search and whose lives and thoughts were fo-
cused on peace while their countries used
their work for security—it is appropriate
that we look to move to a new level of co-
operation in nuclear science that forges a
21st century U.S./Russian alliance that
builds on and rededicates our two great na-
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tions to the peaceful use of nuclear energy
for the improvement of the quality of life for
all human beings on the face of the Earth.

I propose that we create the Kurchatov-
Teller Alliance for Peace that brings to-
gether in a formal way Kurchatov Institute
and the labs of the Ministry of Atomic En-
ergy with Lawrence Livermore Laboratory
(Teller’s base of operation today) with Oak
Ridge, Argonne, Los Alamos and the labs of
our Department of Energy for the specific
purpose of enhancing the use of nuclear
power worldwide while controlling prolifera-
tion. Projects like Thorium Power (that
offer so much promise in stopping weapons
production and eliminating environmental
problems) and cutting edge research by sci-
entists in both nations can be brought to-
gether within one new bi-lateral entity that
truly moves us into a ‘“New Time and New
Beginning.”

We are still at the beginning of the 21st
Century. Much as Kurchatov set out to do in
the last century, we have the opportunity to
solve the problems and challenges of the
next 100 years. The scientists and engineers
of our countries—together with the business-
men and entrepreneurs in both countries—
could solve nagging problems of safe, envi-
ronmentally friendly, and plentiful energy
sources. They can solve difficult and com-
plicated medical issues and use science to in-
crease agricultural production. We have an
almost limitless horizon before us.

Our task ahead is daunting—some might
say impossible. But I am the eternal opti-
mist—perhaps born out of being the young-
est of nine children in a poor family. My par-
ents never completed high school, yet they
were the smartest people that I have ever
met—they had common sense and moral de-
cency.

My father, who only went to the 8th grade,
gave me some advice as a youngster that is
just as fitting to our challenge. He said in
life you can accomplish almost anything
that you can dream. He used to say ‘“‘Your
only limitations in life will be those that
you self-impose.”” And that applies to us
today.

Together, following in the footsteps of the
great scientific leaders of our past, like Igor
Kurchatov, our two great nations can solve
any problem, overcome any challenge and
rise to any occasion for the good of man-
kind—if we work together as one.

And so, I shall end where I began, by ex-
pressing my profound gratitude for the honor
you have bestowed on me by inviting me to
make this address. I am your friend and I
will continue to work for our joint U.S.-Rus-
sian interests. Let us work together. Let us
clear out the underbrush, let us do away
with petty bureaucratic obstacles on both
sides of the Atlantic. Both governments have
to commit themselves to making coopera-
tion easier, and not filled with time-con-
suming procedures. You can be assured that
this U.S. Congressman will work tirelessly
toward this goal.

Again, I thank you for inviting me. I wish
you all well. God bless the United States and
Russia.

ELECTION OF MINORITY MEM-
BERS, DELEGATES, AND RESI-
DENT COMMISSIONERS TO CER-
TAIN STANDING COMMITTEES OF
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Democratic Caucus, I
call up a privileged resolution (H. Res.
35) electing Members, Delegates, and
Resident Commissioners to standing
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committees of the House of Represent-
atives, and ask for its immediate con-
sideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 35

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers, Delegates, and Resident Commissioners
be and are hereby elected to the following
standing committees of the House of Rep-
resentatives:

(1) COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE: Mr. Peter-
son of Minnesota, Mr. Dooley of California,
Mr. Holden, Mr. Thompson of Mississippi,
Mr. McIntyre, Mr. Etheridge, Mr. Boswell,
Mr. Lucas of Kentucky, Mr. Hill, Mr. Baca,
Mr. Larsen of Washington, Mr. Ross, Mr.
Acevedo-Vila.

(2) COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS: Mr.
Murtha, Mr. Dicks, Mr. Sabo, Mr. Hoyer, Mr.
Mollohan, Ms. Kaptur, Mr. Visclosky, Mrs.
Lowey, Mr. Serrano, Ms. DelLauro, Mr.
Moran of Virginia, Mr. Olver, Mr. Pastor,
Mr. Price of North Carolina, Mr. Edwards,
Mr. Cramer, Mr. Kennedy of Rhode Island,
Mr. Clyburn, Mr. Hinchey, Ms. Roybal-Al-
lard, Mr. Farr, Mr. Jackson of Illinois, Ms.
Kilpatrick, Mr. Boyd, Mr. Fattah, Mr. Roth-
man, Mr. Bishop of Georgia, Mr. Berry.

(3) COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES: Mr.
Spratt, Mr. Ortiz, Mr. Evans, Mr. Taylor of
Mississippi, Mr. Abercrombie, Mr. Meehan,
Mr. Reyes, Mr. Snyder, Mr. Turner of Texas,
Mr. Smith of Washington, Ms. Loretta
Sanchez, Mr. McIntyre, Mr. Rodriguez, Mrs.
Tauscher, Mr. Brady of Pennsylvania, Mr.

Andrews, Mr. Hill, Mr. Larson of Con-
necticut, Mrs. Davis of California, Mr.
Langevin.

(4) COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET: Mr. Moran
of Virginia, Ms. Hooley of Oregon, Ms. Bald-
win, Mr. Moore, Mr. Lewis of Georgia, Mr.
Neal of Massachusetts, Ms. DeLauro, Mr. Ed-
wards, Mr. Scott of Virginia, Mr. Ford, Mrs.
Capps, Mr. Thompson of California, Mr.
Baird, Mr. Cooper, Mr. Meek of Florida, Mr.
Emanuel, Mr. Davis of Alabama.

(5) COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE
WORKFORCE: Mr. Kildee, Mr. Owens, Mr.
Payne, Mr. Andrews, Ms. Woolsey, Mr.
Hinojosa, Mrs. McCarthy of New York, Mr.
Tierney, Mr. Kind, Ms. Loretta Sanchez, Mr.
Kucinich, Mr. Wu, Mr. Holt, Mrs. Davis of
California, Ms. McCollum.

(6) COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE:
Mr. Waxman, Mr. Markey, Mr. Hall, Mr. Bou-
cher, Mr. Towns, Mr. Pallone, Mr. Brown of
Ohio, Mr. Gordon, Mr. Deutsch, Mr. Rush,
Ms. Eshoo, Mr. Stupak, Mr. Engel, Mr.
Wynn, Mr. Green of Texas, Ms. McCarthy of
Missouri, Mr. Strickland, Ms. DeGette, Mrs.
Capps, Mr. Doyle, Mr. John, Mr. Allen, Mr.
Davis of Florida, Ms. Schakowsky, Ms. Solis.

(7) COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES: Mr.
Kanjorski, Ms. Waters, Mrs. Maloney, Mr.
Gutierrez, Ms. Velazquez, Mr. Watt, Mr. Ack-
erman, Ms. Hooley of Oregon, Ms. Carson of
Indiana, Mr. Sherman, Mr. Meeks of New
York, Ms. Lee, Mr. Inslee, Mr. Moore, Mr.
Gongzalez, Mr. Capuano, Mr. Ford, Mr.
Hinojosa, Mr. Lucas of Kentucky, Mr. Crow-
ley, Mr. Clay, Mr. Israel, Mr. Ross, Mrs.
McCarthy of New York, Mr. Baca, Mr.
Matheson, Mr. Lynch, Mr. Davis of Ten-
nessee, Mr. Emanuel, Mr. Miller of North
Carolina, Mr. Scott of Georgia.

(8) COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM:
Mr. Lantos, Mr. Owens, Mr. Towns, Mr. Kan-
jorski, Mrs. Maloney, Ms. Norton, Mr.
Cummings, Mr. Kucinich, Mr. Davis of Illi-
nois, Mr. Tierney, Mr. Turner of Texas, Mr.
Clay, Ms. Watson, Mr. Lynch.

(9) COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELA-
TIONS: Mr. Berman, Mr. Ackerman, Mr.
Faleomavaega, Mr. Payne, Mr. Menendez,
Mr. Brown of Ohio, Mr. Sherman, Mr.
Wexler, Mr. Engel, Mr. Delahunt, Mr. Meeks
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of New York, Ms. Lee, Mr. Crowley, Mr.
Hoeffel, Mr. Blumenauer, Ms. Berkley, Mrs.
Napolitano, Mr. Schiff, Ms. Watson.

(10) COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY: Mr. Ber-
man, Mr. Boucher, Mr. Nadler, Mr. Scott of
Virginia, Mr. Watt, Ms. Lofgren, Ms. Jack-
son-Lee of Texas, Ms. Waters, Mr. Meehan,
Mr. Delahunt, Mr. Wexler, Ms. Baldwin, Mr.
Weiner, Mr. Schiff, Ms. Linda T. Sanchez.

(11) COMMITTEE ON RESOURCES: Mr. George
Miller of California, Mr. Markey, Mr. Kildee,
Mr. DeFazio, Mr. Faleomavaega, Mr. Aber-
crombie, Mr. Ortiz, Mr. Pallone, Mr. Dooley
of California, Mr. Smith of Washington, Mrs.
Christensen, Mr. Kind, Mr. Inslee, Mrs.
Napolitano, Mr. Udall of New Mexico, Mr.
Udall of Colorado, Mr. Acevedo-Vila, Mr.
Carson of Oklahoma.

(12) COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE: Mr. Gordon,
Mr. Costello, Ms. Eddie Bernice Johnson of
Texas, Ms. Woolsey, Ms. Lofgren, Ms. Jack-
son-Lee of Texas, Mr. Etheridge, Mr.
Lampson, Mr. Larson of Connecticut, Mr.
Udall of Colorado, Mr. Wu, Mr. Baird, Mr.
Israel, Mr. Honda.

(13) COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS: Ms.
Millender-McDonald, Mr. Davis of Illinois,
Mr. Pascrell, Mrs. Christensen, Mr. Brady of
Pennsylvania, Mr. Udall of New Mexico, Mr.
Gongzalez, Mr. Langevin.

(14) COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN-
FRASTRUCTURE: Mr. Rahall, Mr. Lipinski, Mr.
DeFazio, Mr. Costello, Ms. Norton, Mr. Nad-
ler, Mr. Menendez, Ms. Corrine Brown of
Florida, Mr. Filner, Ms. Eddie Bernice John-
son of Texas, Mr. Taylor of Mississippi, Ms.
Millender-McDonald, Mr. Cummings, Mr.
Blumenauer, Mrs. Tauscher, Mr. Pascrell,
Mr. Boswell, Mr. Holden, Mr. Lampson, Mr.
Baird, Ms. Berkley, Mr. Carson of Oklahoma,
Mr. Matheson, Mr. Honda, Mr. Larsen of
Washington, Mr. Capuano, Mr. Weiner, Ms.
Carson of Indiana, Mr. Hoeffel, Mr. Thomp-
son of California, Mr. Bishop of New York,
Mr. Michaud, Mr. Davis of Tennessee.

(15) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS: Mr.
Filner, Mr. Gutierrez, Ms. Corrine Brown of
Florida, Mr. Snyder, Mr. Rodriguez.

(16) COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS: Mr.
Stark, Mr. Matsui, Mr. Levin, Mr. Cardin,
Mr. McDermott, Mr. Kleczka, Mr. Lewis of
Georgia, Mr. Neal of Massachusetts, Mr.
McNulty, Mr. Jefferson, Mr. Tanner, Mr.
Becerra, Mr. Doggett, Mr. Pomeroy, Mr.
Sandlin, Mrs. Jones of Ohio.

Mr. MENENDEZ (during the read-
ing). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the resolution be consid-
ered as read and printed in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PLATTS). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from New Jer-
sey?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

ELECTION OF MEMBER TO CER-
TAIN STANDING COMMITTEES OF
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Democratic Caucus, I
call up a privileged resolution (H. Res.
36) electing a named Member to stand-
ing committees of the House of Rep-
resentatives, and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 36

Resolved, That the following named Mem-

ber be and is hereby elected to the following
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standing committees of the House of Rep-
resentatives:

(1) COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES: Mr.
Sanders.

(2) COMMITTEE ON
Mr. Sanders.

Mr. MENENDEZ (during the read-
ing). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the resolution be consid-
ered as read and printed in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

GOVERNMENT REFORM:

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 8:40 p.m. for the purpose of
receiving in joint session the President
of the United States.

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 21 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until approximately 8:40 p.m.

——
0 2044

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order at 8 o’clock and 44
minutes p.m.

—————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following communication from the
Clerk of the House of Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, January 28, 2003.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker, House of Representatives, Washington,
DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
January 28, 2003 at 5:49 p.m.

That the Senate passed with an amend-
ment H.J. Res. 2, requests a conference.

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H. Con. Res. 12.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
JEFF TRANDAHL,
Clerk of the House.

———

JOINT SESSION OF THE HOUSE
AND SENATE HELD PURSUANT
TO THE PROVISIONS OF HOUSE
CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 12 TO
HEAR AN ADDRESS BY THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES

The Speaker of the House presided.

The Deputy Sergeant at Arms, Mrs.
Kerri Hanley, announced the Vice
President and Members of the TU.S.
Senate, who entered the Hall of the
House of Representatives, the Vice
President taking the chair at the right
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of the Speaker, and the Members of the
Senate the seats reserved for them.

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints
as members of the committee on the
part of the House to escort the Presi-
dent of the United States into the
Chamber:

The gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DELAY);
The gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms.
PRYCE);

The gentleman from California (Mr.
Cox);

The gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
KINGSTON);

The gentlewoman from California
(Ms. PELOSI);

The gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
HOYER);

The gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
MENENDEZ); and

The gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. CLYBURN).

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Presi-
dent of the Senate, at the direction of
that body, appoints the following Sen-
ators as members of the committee on
the part of the Senate to escort the
President of the United States into the
House Chamber:

The Senator
FRIST);

The Senator from Kentucky (Mr.
MCCONNELL);

The Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr.
SANTORUM);

The Senator from Arizona (Mr. KYL);

The Senator from Virginia (Mr.
ALLEN);

The Senator from Virginia (Mr. WAR-
NER);

The Senator from South Dakota (Mr.
DASCHLE);

The Senator from Nevada (Mr. REID);

The Senator from Maryland (Ms. MI-
KULSKI); and

The Senator from Louisiana (Mr.
BREAUX).

The Deputy Sergeant at Arms an-
nounced the Acting Dean of the Diplo-
matic Corps, His Excellency Roble
Olhaye, Ambassador from Djibouti.

The Acting Dean of the Diplomatic
Corps entered the Hall of the House of
Representatives and took the seat re-
served for him.

The Deputy Sergeant at Arms an-
nounced the Associate Justice of the
Supreme Court.

The Associate Justice of the Supreme
Court entered the Hall of the House of
Representatives and took the seat re-
served for him in front of the Speaker’s
rostrum.

The Deputy Sergeant at Arms an-
nounced the Cabinet of the President of
the United States.

The members of the Cabinet of the
President of the United States entered
the Hall of the House of Representa-
tives and took the seats reserved for
them in front of the Speaker’s rostrum.

At 9 o’clock and 3 minutes p.m., the
Sergeant at Arms, the Honorable Wil-
son Livingood, announced the Presi-
dent of the United States.

The President of the United States,
escorted by the committee of Senators

from Tennessee (Mr.
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and Representatives, entered the Hall
of the House of Representatives, and
stood at the Clerk’s desk.

(Applause, the Members rising.)

The SPEAKER. Members of the Con-
gress, I have the high privilege and the
distinct honor of presenting to you the
President of the United States.

(Applause, the Members rising.)

———

THE STATE OF THE UNION AD-
DRESS BY THE PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES

The PRESIDENT. Mr. Speaker, Vice-
President CHENEY, Members of Con-
gress, distinguished guests and fellow
citizens:

Every year, by law and by custom, we
meet here to consider the state of the
Union. This year, we gather in this
Chamber deeply aware of decisive days
that lie ahead.

You and I serve our country in a time
of great consequence. During this ses-
sion of Congress, we have the duty to
reform domestic programs vital to our
country, we have the opportunity to
save millions of lives abroad from a
terrible disease, we will work for a
prosperity that is broadly shared, and
we will answer every danger and every
enemy that threatens the American
people.

In all these days of promise and days
of reckoning, we can be confident. In a
whirlwind of change, and hope, and
peril, our faith is sure, our resolve is
firm, and our Union is strong.

This country has many challenges.
We will not deny, we will not ignore,
we will not pass along our problems to
other Congresses, to other Presidents
and other generations. We will con-
front them with focus, and clarity, and
courage.

During the last 2 years, we have seen
what can be accomplished when we
work together. To lift the standards of
our public schools, we achieved historic
education reform, which must now be
carried out in every school, and in
every classroom, so that every child in
America can read and learn and suc-
ceed in life.

To protect our country, we reorga-
nized our government and created the
Department of Homeland Security,
which is mobilizing against the threats
of a new era. To bring our economy out
of recession, we delivered the largest
tax relief in a generation. To insist on
integrity in American business, we
passed tough reforms, and we are hold-
ing corporate criminals to account.

Some might call this a good record. I
call it a good start. Tonight I ask the
House and the Senate to join me in the
next bold steps to serve our fellow citi-
Zens.

Our first goal is clear: We must have
an economy that grows fast enough to
employ every man and woman who
seeks a job.

After recession, terrorist attacks,
corporate scandals and stock market
declines, our economy is recovering;
yet it is not growing fast enough or
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strongly enough. With unemployment
rising, our Nation needs more small
businesses to open, more companies to
invest and expand, more employers to
put up the sign that says, ‘“‘Help want-
ed.”

Jobs are created when the economy
grows; the economy grows when Ameri-
cans have more money to spend and in-
vest; and the best and fairest way to
make sure Americans have that money
is not to tax it away in the first place.

I am proposing that all the income
tax reductions set for 2004 and 2006 be
made permanent and effective this
year. And under my plan, as soon as I
sign the bill, this extra money will
start showing up in workers’ pay-
checks. Instead of gradually reducing
the marriage penalty, we should do it
now. Instead of slowly raising the child
credit to $1,000, we should send the
checks to American families now.

This tax relief is for everyone who
pays income taxes, and it will help our
economy immediately. Ninety-two mil-
lion Americans will keep, this year, an
average of almost $1,100 more of their
own money. A family of four with an
income of $40,000 would see their Fed-
eral income taxes fall from $1,178 to $45
per year. Our plan will improve the
bottom line for more than 23 million
small businesses.

You, the Congress, have already
passed all these reductions, and prom-
ised them for future years. If this tax
relief is good for Americans 3 or 5 or 7
years from now, it is even better for
Americans today.

We should also strengthen the econ-
omy by treating investors equally in
our tax laws. It is fair to tax a com-
pany’s profits. It is not fair to again
tax the shareholder on the same prof-
its. To boost investor confidence, and
to help the nearly 10 million seniors
who receive a dividend income, I ask
you to end the unfair double taxation
of dividends.

Lower taxes and greater investment
will help this economy expand. More
jobs mean more taxpayers, and higher
revenues to our government. The best
way to address the deficit and move to-
ward a balanced budget is to encourage
economic growth, and to show some
spending discipline in Washington, DC.
We must work together to fund only
our most important priorities. I will
send you a budget that increases dis-
cretionary spending by 4 percent next
year, about as much as the average
family’s income is expected to grow,
and that is a good benchmark for us.
Federal spending should not rise any
faster than the paychecks of American
families.

A growing economy and a focus on
essential priorities will be crucial to
the future of Social Security. As we
continue to work together to keep So-
cial Security sound and reliable, we
must offer younger workers a chance
to invest in retirement accounts that
they will control and they will own.

Our second goal is high-quality, af-
fordable health care for all Americans.
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The American system of medicine is
a model of skill and innovation, with a
pace of discovery that is adding good
years to our lives. Yet for many people,
medical care costs too much, and many
have no health coverage at all. These
problems will not be solved with a na-
tionalized health care system that dic-
tates coverage and rations care. In-
stead, we must work toward a system
in which all Americans have a good in-
surance policy, choose their own doc-
tors, and seniors and low-income Amer-
icans receive the help they need. In-
stead of bureaucrats and trial lawyers
and HMOs, we must put doctors and
nurses and patients back in charge of
American medicine.

Health care reform must begin with
Medicare, because Medicare is the
binding commitment of a caring soci-
ety. We must renew that commitment
by giving seniors access to preventive
medicine and new drugs that are trans-
forming health care in America.

Seniors happy with the current Medi-
care system should be able to keep
their coverage just the way it is. And
just like you, the Members of Congress,
members of your staffs, and other Fed-
eral employees, all seniors should have
the choice of a health care plan that
provides prescription drugs. My budget
will commit an additional $400 billion
over the next decade to reform and
strengthen Medicare. Leaders of both
political parties have talked for years
about strengthening Medicare. I urge
the Members of this new Congress to
act this year.

To improve our health care system,
we must address one of the prime
causes of higher costs: the constant
threat that physicians and hospitals
will be unfairly sued. Because of exces-
sive litigation, everybody pays more
for health care, and many parts of
America are losing fine doctors. No one
has ever been healed by a frivolous law-
suit, and I urge the Congress to pass
medical liability reform.

Our third goal is to promote energy
independence for our country, while
dramatically improving the environ-
ment.

I have sent you a comprehensive en-
ergy plan to promote energy efficiency
and conservation, to develop cleaner
technology, and to produce more en-
ergy at home. I have sent you Clear
Skies legislation that mandates a 70
percent cut in air pollution from power
plants over the next 15 years. I have
sent you a Healthy Forests initiative,
to help prevent the catastrophic fires
that devastate communities, kill wild-
life, and burn away millions of acres of
treasured forests.

I urge you to pass these measures for
the good of both our environment and
our economy. Even more, I ask you to
take a crucial step and protect our en-
vironment in ways that generations be-
fore us could not have imagined. In
this century, the greatest environ-
mental progress will come about not
through endless lawsuits or command
and control regulations, but through
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technology and innovation. Tonight I
am proposing $1.2 billion in research
funding so that America can lead the
world in developing clean hydrogen-
powered automobiles.

A simple chemical reaction between
hydrogen and oxygen generates energy,
which can be used to power a car, pro-
ducing only water, not exhaust fumes.
With a new national commitment, our
scientists and engineers will overcome
obstacles to take these cars from the
laboratory into the showroom so that
the first car driven by a child born
today could be powered by hydrogen,
and pollution-free. Join me in this im-
portant innovation, to make our air
significantly cleaner and our country
much less dependent on foreign sources
of energy.

Our fourth goal is to apply the com-
passion of America to the deepest prob-
lems of America. For so many in our
country, the homeless and the father-
less, the addicted, the need is great.
Yet, there is power, wonder-working
power, in the goodness and idealism
and faith of the American people.

Americans are doing the work of
compassion every day, visiting pris-
oners, providing shelter to battered
women, bringing companionship to
lonely seniors. These good works de-
serve our praise, they deserve our per-
sonal support, and when appropriate,
they deserve the assistance of the Fed-
eral Government. I urge you to pass
both my faith-based initiative and the
Citizen Service Act, to encourage acts
of compassion that can transform
America, one heart and one soul at a
time.

Last year, I called on my fellow citi-
zens to participate in the USA Free-
dom Corps, which is enlisting tens of
thousands of new volunteers across
America. Tonight I ask Congress and
the American people to focus the spirit
of service and the resources of govern-
ment on the needs of some of our most
vulnerable citizens, boys and girls try-
ing to grow up without guidance and
attention, and children who have to go
through a prison gate to be hugged by
their mom or dad. I propose a $450 mil-
lion initiative to bring mentors to
more than 1 million disadvantaged jun-
ior high students and children of pris-
oners. Government will support the
training and recruiting of mentors; yet
it is the men and women of America
who will fill the need. One mentor, one
person, can change a life forever, and I
urge you to be that one person.

Another cause of hopelessness is ad-
diction to drugs. Addiction crowds out
friendship, ambition, moral conviction,
and reduces all the richness of life to a
single destructive desire. As a govern-
ment, we are fighting illegal drugs by
cutting off supplies and reducing de-
mand through antidrug education pro-
grams. Yet for those already addicted,
the fight against drugs is a fight for
their own lives.

Too many Americans in search of
treatment cannot get it. So tonight I
propose a new $600 million program to
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help an additional 300,000 Americans
receive treatment over the next 3
years.

Our Nation is blessed with recovery
programs that do amazing work. One of
them is found at the Healing Place
Church in Baton Rouge, Louisiana. A
man in the program said, ‘“‘God does
miracles in people’s lives, and you
never think it could be you.” Tonight,
let us bring to all Americans who
struggle with drug addiction this mes-
sage of hope: the miracle of recovery is
possible, and it could be you.

By caring for children who need men-
tors, and for addicted men and women
who need treatment, we are building a
more welcoming society, a culture that
values every life. And in this work we
must not overlook the weakest among
us. I ask you to protect infants at the
very hour of their birth, and end the
practice of partial-birth abortion. And
because no human life should be start-
ed or ended as the object of an experi-
ment, I ask you to set a high standard
for humanity and pass a law against all
human cloning.

The qualities of courage and compas-
sion that we strive for in America also
determine our conduct abroad. The
American flag stands for more than our
power and our interests. Our Founders
dedicated this country to the cause of
human dignity, the rights of every per-
son and the possibilities of every life.
This conviction leads us into the world
to help the afflicted, and defend the
peace, and confound the designs of evil
men. In Afghanistan, we helped to lib-
erate an oppressed people, and we will
continue helping them secure their
country, rebuild their society, and edu-
cate all their children, boys and girls.
In the Middle East, we will continue to
seek peace between a secure Israel and
a democratic Palestine. Across the
Earth, America is feeding the hungry;
more than 60 percent of international
food aid comes as a gift from the peo-
ple of the United States.

As our Nation moves troops and
builds alliances to make our world
safer, we must also remember our call-
ing, as a blessed country, to make this
world better. Today, on the continent
of Africa, nearly 30 million people have
the AIDS virus, including 3 million
children under the age of 15. There are
whole countries in Africa where more
than one-third of the adult population
carries the infection. More than 4 mil-
lion require immediate drug treat-
ment. Yet across that continent, only
50,000 AIDS victims, only 50,000, are re-
ceiving the medicine they need.

Because the AIDS diagnosis is con-
sidered a death sentence, many do not
seek treatment. Almost all who do are
turned away. A doctor in rural South
Africa describes his frustration. He
says, we have no medicines. Many hos-
pitals tell people, you've got AIDS. We
can’t help you. Go home and die.

In an age of miraculous medicines, no
person should have to hear those
words. AIDS can be prevented.
Antiretroviral drugs can extend life for
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many years. And the cost of those
drugs has dropped from $12,000 a year
to under $300 a year, which places a
tremendous possibility within our
grasp.

Ladies and gentlemen, seldom has
history offered a greater opportunity
to do so much for so many. We have
confronted, and will continue to con-
front, HIV/AIDS in our own country.
And to meet a severe and urgent crisis
abroad, tonight I propose the Emer-
gency Plan for AIDS Relief, a work of
mercy beyond all current international
efforts to help the people of Africa.
This comprehensive plan will prevent 7
million new AIDS infections, treat at
least 2 million people with life-extend-
ing drugs, and provide humane care for
millions of people suffering from AIDS
and for children orphaned by AIDS. I
ask the Congress to commit $15 billion
over the next 5 years, including nearly
$10 billion in new money, to turn the
tide against AIDS in the most afflicted
nations of Africa and the Caribbean.

This Nation can lead the world in
sparing innocent people from a plague
of nature. And this Nation is leading
the world in confronting and defeating
the man-made evil of international ter-
rorism.

There are days when our fellow citi-
zens do not hear news about the war on
terror. There is never a day when I do
not learn of another threat, or receive
reports of operations in progress, or
give an order in this global war against
a scattered network of killers. The war
goes on, and we are winning.

To date we have arrested or other-
wise dealt with many key commanders
of al Qaeda. They include a man who
directed logistics and funding for the
September 11 attacks, the chief of al
Qaeda operations in the Persian Gulf
who planned the bombings of our em-
bassies in East Africa and the USS
Cole, an al Qaeda operations chief from
Southeast Asia, a former director of al
Qaeda’s training camps in Afghanistan,
a key al Qaeda operative in Europe,
and a major al Qaeda leader in Yemen.
All told, more than 3,000 suspected ter-
rorists have been arrested in many
countries, and many others have met a
different fate. Let’s put it this way:
They are no longer a problem to the
United States and our friends and al-
lies.

We are working closely with other
nations to prevent further attacks.
America and coalition countries have
uncovered and stopped terrorist con-
spiracies targeting the American Em-
bassy in Yemen, the American Em-
bassy in Singapore, a Saudi military
base, ships in the Straits of Hormuz
and the Straits of Gibraltar. We have
broken al Qaeda cells in Hamburg,
Milan, Madrid, London, and Paris, as
well as Buffalo, New York. We have the
terrorists on the run, and we are Keep-
ing them on the run. One by one, the
terrorists are learning the meaning of
American justice.

As we fight this war, we will remem-
ber where it began, here, in our own
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country. This government is taking un-
precedented measures to protect our
people and defend our homeland. We
have intensified security at the borders
and ports of entry, posted more than
50,000 newly trained Federal screeners
in airports, begun inoculating troops
and first responders against smallpox,
and are deploying the Nation’s first
early warning network of sensors to de-
tect biological attack. And this year,
for the first time, we are beginning to
field a defense to protect this very Na-
tion against ballistic missiles.

I thank the Congress for supporting
these measures. I ask you tonight to
add to our future security with a major
research and production effort to guard
our people against bioterrorism called
Project Bioshield. The budget I send
you will propose almost $6 billion to
quickly make available effective vac-
cines and treatments against agents
like anthrax, botulinum toxin, Ebola,
and plague. We must assume that our
enemies would use these diseases as
weapons, and we must act before the
dangers are upon us.

Since September 11th, our intel-
ligence and law enforcement agencies
have worked more closely than ever to
track and dislodge the terrorists. The
FBI is improving its ability to analyze
intelligence, and is transforming itself
to meet new threats. And tonight I am
instructing the leaders of the FBI, the
CIA, Homeland Security, and the De-
partment of Defense to develop a Ter-
rorist Threat Integration Center to
merge and analyze all threat informa-
tion in a single location. Our govern-
ment must have the very best informa-
tion possible, and we will use it to
make sure the right people are in the
right places to protect all our citizens.

Our war against terror is a contest of
will in which perseverance is power. In
the ruins of two towers, at the western
wall of the Pentagon, on a field in
Pennsylvania, this Nation made a
pledge, and we renew that pledge to-
night: Whatever the duration of this
struggle, and whatever the difficulties,
we will not permit the triumph of vio-
lence in the affairs of men. Free people
will set the course of history.

Today, the gravest danger in the war
on terror, the gravest danger facing
America and the world, is outlaw re-
gimes that seek and possess nuclear,
chemical, and biological weapons.
These regimes could use such weapons
for blackmail, terror, and mass mur-
der. They could also give or sell those
weapons to their terrorist allies, who
would use them without the least hesi-
tation.

This threat is new; America’s duty is
familiar. Throughout the 20th century,
small groups of men seized control of
great nations, built armies and arse-
nals, and set out to dominate the weak
and intimidate the world. In each case,
their ambitions of cruelty and murder
had no limit. In each case, the ambi-
tions of Hitlerism, militarism, and
communism were defeated by the will
of free peoples, by the strength of great
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alliances, and by the might of the
United States of America. Now, in this
century, the ideology of power and
domination has appeared again and
seeks to gain the ultimate weapons of
terror. Once again, this Nation and all
our friends are all that stand between a
world at peace and a world of chaos and
constant alarm. Once again, we are
called to defend the safety of our peo-
ple and the hopes of all mankind. And
we accept this responsibility.

America is making a broad and deter-
mined effort to confront these dangers.
We have called on the United Nations
to fulfill its charter and stand by its
demand that Iraq disarm. We are
strongly supporting the International
Atomic Energy Agency in its mission
to track and control nuclear materials
around the world. We are working with
other governments to secure nuclear
materials in the former Soviet Union
and to strengthen global treaties ban-
ning the production and shipment of
missile technologies and weapons of
mass destruction.

In all of these efforts, however,
America’s purpose is more than to fol-
low a process, it is to achieve a result:
the end of terrible threats to the civ-
ilized world. All free nations have a
stake in preventing sudden and cata-
strophic attacks. We are asking them
to join us, and many are doing so. Yet
the course of this Nation does not de-
pend on the decisions of others. What-
ever action is required, whenever ac-
tion is necessary, I will defend the free-
dom and security of the American peo-
ple.

Different threats require different
strategies. In Iran, we continue to see
a government that represses its people,
pursues weapons of mass destruction,
and supports terror. We also see Ira-
nian citizens risking intimidation and
death as they speak out for liberty,
human rights and democracy. Iranians,
like all people, have a right to choose
their own government and determine
their own destiny; and the United
States supports their aspirations to
live in freedom.

On the Korean peninsula, an oppres-
sive regime rules a people living in fear
and starvation. Throughout the 1990s,
the United States relied on a nego-
tiated framework to keep North Korea
from gaining nuclear weapons. We now
know that the regime was deceiving
the world and developing those weap-
ons all along. And today the North Ko-
rean regime is using its nuclear pro-
gram to incite fear and seek conces-
sions. America and the world will not
be blackmailed. America is working
with the countries of the region, South
Korea, Japan, China and Russia, to find
a peaceful solution and to show the
North Korean Government that nu-
clear weapons will only bring isolation,
economic stagnation, and continued
hardship. The North Korean regime
will find respect in the world and re-
vival for its people only when it turns
away from its nuclear ambitions.

Our Nation and the world must learn
the lessons of the Korean peninsula and
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not allow an even greater threat to rise
up in Iraq. A brutal dictator, with a
history of reckless aggression, with
ties to terrorism, with great potential
wealth will not be permitted to domi-
nate a vital region and threaten the
United States.

Twelve years ago Saddam Hussein
faced the prospect of being the last cas-
ualty in a war he had started and lost.
To spare himself, he agreed to disarm
of all weapons of mass destruction. For
the next 12 years, he systematically
violated that agreement. He pursued
chemical, biological, and nuclear weap-
ons even while inspectors were in his
country. Nothing to date has re-
strained him from his pursuit of these
weapons, not economic sanctions, not
isolation from the civilized world, not
even cruise missile strikes on his mili-
tary facilities.

Almost 3 months ago, the United
Nations’s Security Council gave Sad-
dam Hussein his final chance to dis-
arm. He has shown instead his utter
contempt for the United Nations and
for the opinion of the world.

The 108 U.N. weapons inspectors were
not sent to conduct a scavenger hunt
for hidden materials across a country
the size of California. The job of the in-
spectors is to verify that Iraq’s regime
is disarming. It is up to Iraq to show
exactly where it is hiding its banned
weapons, lay those weapons out for the
world to see, and destroy them as di-
rected. Nothing like this has happened.

The United Nations concluded in 1999
that Saddam Hussein had biological
weapons materials sufficient to
produce over 25,000 liters of anthrax,
enough doses to Kkill several million
people. He has not accounted for that
material. He has given no evidence
that he has destroyed it. The United
Nations concluded that Saddam Hus-
sein had material sufficient to produce
more than 38,000 liters of botulinum
toxin, enough to subject millions of
people to death by respiratory failure.
He has not accounted for that mate-
rial. He has given no evidence that he
has destroyed it. Our intelligence offi-
cials estimate that Saddam Hussein
has the materials to produce as much
as 500 tons of sarin, mustard, and VX
nerve agent. In such quantities, these
chemical agents could also kill untold
thousands. He has not accounted for
these materials. He has given no evi-
dence that he has destroyed them.

U.S. intelligence indicates that Sad-
dam Hussein had upwards of 30,000 mu-
nitions capable of delivering chemical
agents. Inspectors recently turned up
16 of them, despite Iraq’s recent dec-
laration denying their existence. Sad-
dam Hussein has not accounted for the
remaining 29,984 of these prohibited
munitions. He has given no evidence
that he has destroyed them.

From three Iraqi defectors we know
that Iraq in the late 1990s had several
mobile biological weapons labs. These
are designed to produce germ warfare
agents and can be moved from place to
place to evade inspectors. Saddam Hus-
sein has not disclosed these facilities.
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He has given no evidence that he has
destroyed them.

The International Atomic Energy
Agency confirmed in the 1990s that
Saddam Hussein had an advanced nu-
clear weapons development program,
had a design for a nuclear weapon, and
was working on five different methods
of enriching uranium for a bomb. The
British Government has learned that
Saddam Hussein recently sought sig-
nificant quantities of uranium from Af-
rica. Our intelligence sources tell us
that he has attempted to purchase
high-strength aluminum tubes suitable
for nuclear weapons production. Sad-
dam Hussein has not credibly explained
these activities. He clearly has much
to hide.

The dictator of Iraq is not disarming.
To the contrary, he is deceiving. From
intelligence sources, we know, for in-
stance, that thousands of Iraqi security
personnel are at work hiding docu-
ments and materials from the U.N. in-
spectors, sanitizing inspection sites,
and monitoring the inspectors them-
selves. Iraqi officials accompany the
inspectors in order to intimidate wit-
nesses. Iraq is blocking U-2 surveil-
lance flights requested by the United
Nations. Iraqi intelligence officers are
posing as the scientists inspectors are
supposed to interview. Real scientists
have been coached by Iraqi officials on
what to say. Intelligence sources indi-
cate that Saddam Hussein has ordered
that scientists who cooperate with
U.N. inspectors in disarming Iraq will
be killed, along with their families.

Year after year, Saddam Hussein has
gone to elaborate lengths, spent enor-
mous sums, taken great risks to build
and keep weapons of mass destruction.
But why? The only possibly expla-
nation, the only possible use he could
have for those weapons is to dominate,
intimidate or attack. With nuclear
arms or full arsenal of chemical and bi-
ological weapons, Saddam Hussein
could resume his ambitions of conquest
in the Middle East and create deadly
havoc in that region. And this Congress
and the American people must recog-
nize another threat. Evidence from in-
telligence sources, secret communica-
tions, and statements by people now in
custody reveal that Saddam Hussein
aids and protects terrorists, including
members of al Qaeda. Secretly and
without fingerprints he could provide
one of his hidden weapons to terrorists
or help them develop their own.

Before September 11, 2001, many in
the world believed that Saddam Hus-
sein could be contained. But chemical
agents, lethal viruses, and shadowy
terrorist networks are not easily con-
tained. Imagine those 19 hijackers with
other weapons and other plans, this
time armed by Saddam Hussein. It
would take just one vile, one canister,
one crate slipped into this country to
bring a day of horror like none we have
ever known. We will do everything in
our power to make sure that that day
never comes.

Some have said we must not act until
the threat is imminent. Since when
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have terrorists and tyrants announced
their intentions, politely putting us on
notice before they strike? If this threat
is permitted to fully and suddenly
emerge, all actions, all words, and all
recriminations would come too late.
Trusting in the sanity and restraint of
Saddam Hussein is not a strategy, and
it is not an option.

This dictator who is assembling the
world’s most dangerous weapons has
already used them on whole villages,
leaving thousands of his own citizens
dead, blind, or disfigured. Iraqi refu-
gees tell us how forced confessions are
obtained, by torturing children while
their parents are made to watch. Inter-
national human rights groups have
catalogued other methods used in the
torture chambers of Iraq: electric
shock, burning with hot irons, dripping
acid on the skin, mutilation with elec-
tric drills, cutting out tongues and
rape.

If this is not evil, then evil has no
meaning. And tonight I have a message
for the brave and oppressed people of
Iraq: your enemy is not surrounding
your country. Your enemy is ruling
your country. And the day he and his
regime are removed from power will be
the day of your liberation.

The world has waited 12 years for
Iraq to disarm. America will not accept
a serious and mounting threat to our
country, our friends, and our allies.
The United States will ask the U.N. Se-
curity Council to convene on February
5 to consider the facts of Iraq’s ongoing
defiance to the world. Secretary of
State Powell will present information
and intelligence about Iraq’s illegal
weapons programs, its attempts to hide
those weapons from the inspectors and
its links to terrorist groups. We will
consult, but let there be no misunder-
standing. If Saddam Hussein does not
fully disarm for the safety of our peo-
ple and for the peace of the world, we
will lead a coalition to disarm him.

Tonight I have a message for the men
and women who will keep the peace,
members of the American Armed
Forces. Many of you are assembling in
or near the Middle East, and some cru-
cial hours may lie ahead. In those
hours, the success of our cause will de-
pend on you. Your training has pre-
pared you. Your honor will guide you.
You believe in America, and America
believes in you.

Sending Americans into battle is the
most profound decision a President can
make. The technologies of war have
changed. The risks and suffering of war
have not. For brave Americans who
bear the risk, no victory is free from
sorrow. This Nation fights reluctantly,
because we know the cost, and we
dread the days of mourning that al-
ways come.

We seek peace. We strive for peace,
and sometimes peace must be defended.
A future lived at the mercy of terrible
threats is no peace at all. If war is
forced upon us, we will fight in a just
cause and by just means, sparing in
every way we can the innocent, and if
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war is forced upon us, we will fight
with the full force and might of the
United States military, and we will
prevail. And as we and our coalition
partners are doing in Afghanistan, we
will bring to the Iraqi people food and
medicines and supplies and freedom.

Many challenges abroad and at home
have arrived in a single season. In 2
years America has gone from a sense of
invulnerability to an awareness of
peril, from bitter division in small
matters to calm unity in great causes.
And we go forward with confidence, be-
cause this call of history has come to
the right country.

Americans are a resolute people, who
have risen to every test of our time.
Adversity has revealed the character of
our country to the world and to our-
selves.

America is a strong Nation and hon-
orable in the use of our strength. We
exercise power without conquest, and
we sacrifice for the liberty of strang-
ers.

Americans are a free people who
know that freedom is the right of every
person and the future of every nation.
The liberty we prize is not America’s
gift to the world. It is God’s gift to hu-
manity.

We Americans have faith in our-
selves, but not in ourselves alone. We
do not claim to know all the ways of
Providence, yet we can trust in them,
placing our confidence in the loving
God behind all of life and all of history.

May He guide us now, and may God
continue to bless the United States of
America.

Thank you.

(Applause, the Members rising.)

At 10 o’clock and 7 minutes p.m. the
President of the United States, accom-
panied by the committee of escort, re-
tired from the Hall of the House of
Representatives.

The Deputy Sergeant at Arms es-
corted the invited guests from the
Chamber in the following order:

The members of the President’s Cabi-
net.

The Associate Justice of the Supreme
Court.

The Acting Dean of the Diplomatic
Corps.

———

JOINT SESSION DISSOLVED

The SPEAKER. The Chair declares
the joint meeting of the two Houses
now dissolved.

Accordingly, at 10 o’clock and 9 min-
utes p.m., the joint meeting of the two
Houses was dissolved.

The Members of the Senate retired to
their Chamber.

———

MESSAGE OF THE PRESIDENT RE-
FERRED TO THE COMMITTEE OF
THE WHOLE HOUSE ON THE
STATE OF THE UNION
Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker,

I move that the message of the Presi-

dent be referred to the Committee of

the Whole House on the State of the

Union and ordered printed.
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The motion was agreed to.

———

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. ALLEN) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. OBERSTAR, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. TANNER, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. BERRY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. SCHIFF, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. MICHAUD, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico, for 5 min-
utes, today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. BELL, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. MARSHALL, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today.
Mr. STRICKLAND, for 5 minutes,
today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. BARRETT of South Caro-
lina) to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:)

Mr. DREIER, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. NUSSLE, for 5 minutes, today.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 11 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Wednesday, January 29, 2003, at noon.

—————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

2565. A letter from the Administrator, Rural
Housing Service, Department of Agriculture,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Reengineering and Reinvention of the Direct
Section 502 and 504 Single Family Housing
(SFH) Programs (RIN: 0575-AB99) received
December 20, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

256. A letter from the President and Chair-
man, Export-Import Bank of the United
States, transmitting a report involving U.S.
exports to Pakistan, pursuant to 12 U.S.C.
635(b)(3)(1); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

267. A letter from the Deputy Secretary,
Division of Investment Management, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting
the Commission’s final rule — Exemption for
Certain Investment Advisers Operating
Through the Internet [Release No. IA-2091;
File No. S7-10-02] (RIN: 3235-AIl5) received
December 13, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

258. A letter from the Deputy Secretary,
Security Exchange Commission, transmit-
ting the Commission’s final rule — Repeal of
the Trade-Through Disclosure Rules for Op-
tions [Release No. 34-47013; File No. S7-18-02]
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(RIN: 3235-AI52) received December 20, 2002,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

259. A letter from the Acting Assistant
General Counsel, Division of Regulatory
Services, Department of Education, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Title
I-Improving the Academic Achievement of
the Disadvantaged (RIN: 1810-AA91) received
December 2, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce.

260. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a six
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency, declared in Executive Order 12947 of
January 23, 1995, with respect to terrorists
who threaten to disrupt the Middle East
peace process, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c)
and 50 U.S.C. 1703(c); (H. Doc. No. 108—24); to
the Committee on International Relations
and ordered to be printed.

261. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting notifica-
tion stating that the emergency declared
with respect to foreign terrorists who threat-
en to disrupt the Middle East peace process
is to continue in effect beyond January 23,
2003, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1622(d); (H. Doc.
No. 108—25); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations and ordered to be printed.

262. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting notification that effective No-
vember 3, 2002 a 25% danger pay allowance
has been designated for Indonesia, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 5928; to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

263. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a report
on matters relevant to the Authorization for
Use of Military Force Against Iraq Resolu-
tion of 2002, Public Law 107-243; (H. Doc. No.
108—23); to the Committee on International
Relations and ordered to be printed.

264. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a supple-
mental report, consistent with the War Pow-
ers Resolution, to help ensure that the Con-
gress is kept fully informed on continued
U.S. contributions in support of peace-
keeping efforts in the former Yugoslavia; (H.
Doc. No. 108—26); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations and ordered to be printed.

265. A letter from the Chairman, J. William
Fulbright Foreign Scholarship Board, trans-
mitting the annual report of the Board; to
the Committee on International Relations.

266. A letter from the Chair, Equal Em-
ployment Opportunity Commission, trans-
mitting the semiannual report on the activi-
ties of the Inspector General and manage-
ment’s report for the period ending Sep-
tember 30, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app.
(Insp. Gen. Act) section 5(b); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.

267. A letter from the Inspector General,
Federal Maritime Commission, transmitting
semiannual report on the activities of the
Office of Inspector General for the period
April 1, 2002 to September 30, 2002, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) section
8G(h)(2); to the Committee on Government
Reform.

268. A letter from the Deputy Associate Ad-
ministrator, Office of Acquisition Policy,
GSA, National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration, transmitting the Administra-
tion’s final rule — Federal Acquisition Cir-
cular 2001-10; Introduction — received De-
cember 11, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform.

269. A letter from the Administrator, Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion, transmitting the semiannual report on
the activities of the Inspector General for
the period ending September 30, 2002, pursu-
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ant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) section
5(b); to the Committee on Government Re-
form.

270. A letter from the Chairman, National
Credit Union Administration, transmitting
the semiannual report on the activities of
the Inspector General for April 1, 2002,
through September 30, 2002, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) section 8G(h)(2);
to the Committee on Government Reform.

271. A letter from the Director, Office of
Personnel Management, transmitting the
semiannual report on the activities of the In-
spector General and the Management Re-
sponse for the period of April 1, 2002 to Sep-
tember 30, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app.
(Insp. Gen. Act) section 5(b); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.

272. A letter from the Special Counsel, Of-
fice of Special Counsel, transmitting the Of-
fice’s final rule — Technical Amendment to
5 CFR Part 1800 — received December 30,
2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Government Reform.

273. A letter from the Chairman, Securities
and Exchange Commission, transmitting the
semiannual report on the activities of the In-
spector General and the Management Re-
sponse for the period ending September 30,
2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen.
Act) section 8G(h)(2); to the Committee on
Government Reform.

274. A letter from the Chairman, U.S. Post-
al Service, transmitting the semiannual re-
port on activities of the Inspector General
for the period ending September 30, 2002 and
the Management Response for the same pe-
riod, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen.
Act) section 8G(h)(2); to the Committee on
Government Reform.

275. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule — Education Tax
Credit [TD 9034] (RIN: 1545-AW65) received
January 2, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

276. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule — Examination of re-
turns and claims for refund, credit, or abate-
ment; determination of correct tax liability
(Rev. Proc. 2003-2) received December 13,
2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

277. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule — Coordinated Issue
All Industries Intermediary Transaction Tax
Shelters (UIL 9300.16-00) received December
20, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

278. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule — Information Re-
porting for Qualified Tuition and Related Ex-
penses; Magnetic Media Filing Requirements
for Information Returns [TD 9029] (RIN: 1545-
BA43) received December 20, 2002, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

279. A letter from the Regulation Coordi-
nator, Department of Health and Human
Services, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Medicare Program; Application
of Inherent Reasonableness to all Medicare
Part B Services (Other than Physician Serv-
ices) (RIN: 0938-AJ97) received December 13,
2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); jointly
to the Committees on Ways and Means and
Energy and Commerce.

———

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced
and severally referred, as follows:
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By Mr. CONYERS (for himself, Mrs.
MALONEY, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. BERMAN,
Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. NADLER, Ms.
LOFGREN, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas,

Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr.
WEXLER, Mr. WEINER, Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. AN-

DREWS, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. BRADY of
Pennsylvania, Mr. BROWN of Ohio,
Mr. CARDIN, Ms. CARSON of Indiana,
Mr. CASE, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr.
COOPER, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. CUMMINGS,
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. DELAURO,
Mr. Dicks, Mr. DOOLEY of California,
Mr. ENGEL, Mr. ETHERIDGE, Mr. FARR,
Mr. FILNER, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr.
GRIJALVA, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Ms. HAR-
MAN, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr.
HINCHEY, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. HOEFFEL,
Mr. HOLT, Mr. HONDA, Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mrs. JONES of
Ohio, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. KILDEE, Mr.
LANTOS, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut,
Ms. LEE, Mr. LEVIN, Mrs. LOWEY, Ms.
MCCARTHY of Missouri, Ms. McCoOL-
LUM, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. MCNULTY,

Mr. MENENDEZ, Ms. MILLENDER-
MCDONALD, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of
California, Mr. MOORE, Mrs.

NAPOLITANO, Ms. NORTON, Mr. OWENS,
Mr. PALLONE, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. RYAN
of Ohio, Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of

California, Mr. SANDERS, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SERRANO, Ms.
SLAUGHTER, Mr. SMITH of Wash-

ington, Mr. THOMPSON of California,
Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. TOWNS, Ms. WAT-
SON, Mr. WAXMAN, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr.
WU, Mr. WYNN, and Mr. UDALL of New
Mexico):

H.R. 394. A bill to restore the Federal civil
remedy for crimes of violence motivated by
gender; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. TAUZIN (for himself and Mr.
DINGELL):

H.R. 395. A bill to authorize the Federal
Trade Commission to collect fees for the im-
plementation and enforcement of a ‘‘do-not-
call” registry, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. DEFAZIO:

H.R. 396. A bill to provide assistance to the
unemployed, tax relief for average Ameri-
cans, fiscal assistance to state and local gov-
ernments, and jobs and security through in-
frastructure investment, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means,
and in addition to the Committees on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, Education and
the Workforce, Energy and Commerce, Agri-
culture, Financial Services, and Armed Serv-
ices, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. SHIMKUS:

H.R. 397. A Dbill to reinstate and extend the
deadline for commencement of construction
of a hydroelectric project in the State of I1li-
nois; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

By Mr. FERGUSON (for himself, Mr.
DINGELL, Mr. BROWN of Ohio, and Mr.
STUPAK):

H.R. 398. A Dbill to revise and extend the
Birth Defects Prevention Act of 1998; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. BILIRAKIS (for himself, Mr.
BROWN of Ohio, Mr. TAUZIN, Mr. DIN-
GELL, Mr. UPTON, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr.
BURR, Mr. DEUTSCH, Mr. WYNN, and
Mr. PALLONE):

H.R. 399. A bill to amend the Public Health
Service Act to promote organ donation; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. ANDREWS:

H.R. 400. A bill to amend title 49, United
States Code, to direct the Secretary of
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Transportation to require automobile manu-
facturers to provide automatic door locks
and interior-opening trunk locks on new pas-
senger cars manufactured after 2005; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. ANDREWS (for himself, Ms.
ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr.
SOUDER, Mr. SCHROCK, Mr. SAXTON,
and Mr. WILSON of South Carolina):

H.R. 401. A bill to create an office within
the Department of Justice to undertake cer-
tain specific steps to ensure that all Amer-
ican citizens harmed by terrorism overseas
receive equal treatment by the United States
government regardless of the terrorists’
country of origin or residence, and to ensure
that all terrorists involved in such attacks
are pursued, prosecuted, and punished with
equal vigor, regardless of the terrorists’
country of origin or residence; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ANDREWS:

H.R. 402. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to expand the incentives
for the environmental cleanup of certain
contaminated industrial sites designated as
brownfields; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. ANDREWS:

H.R. 403. A bill to amend the Social Secu-
rity Act to require that anticipated child
support be held in trust on the sale or refi-
nancing of certain real property of an obli-
gated parent; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. ANDREWS:

H.R. 404. A bill to amend the Controlled
Substances Act to provide penalties for open
air drug markets, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on the Judiciary, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. ANDREWS:

H.R. 405. A bill to provide that a person
who brings a product liability action in a
Federal or State court for injuries sustained
from a product that is not in compliance
with a voluntary or mandatory standard
issued by the Consumer Product Safety Com-
mission may recover treble damages, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary, and in addition to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. BALLANCE (for himself, Mr.
JONES of North Carolina, Mr. MCIN-
TYRE, and Mr. ETHERIDGE):

H.R. 406. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of Agriculture to use unobligated funds from
a housing demonstration program in the
State of North Carolina to make grants
under section 504 of the Housing Act of 1949
in such State; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services.

By Mr. BONNER:

H.R. 407. A bill to repeal the sunset of the
provisions of the Economic Growth and Tax
Relief Reconciliation Act of 2001; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CAMP (for himself and Mr. STU-
PAK):

H.R. 408. A bill to provide for expansion of
Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore; to
the Committee on Resources.

By Mr. CARSON of Oklahoma:

H.R. 409. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to permanently extend the
Indian employment credit and the deprecia-
tion rules for property used predominantly
within an Indian reservation; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CARSON of Oklahoma:

H.R. 410. A Dbill to provide for the issuance
of bonds to construct and modernize Indian
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schools and to provide a credit against Fed-
eral income tax for holders of such bonds; to
the Committee on Ways and Means, and in
addition to the Committees on Education
and the Workforce, and Resources, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-

tion of the committee concerned.
By Mr. DINGELL (for himself, Mr.
LEVIN, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. KILDEE, and

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan):

H.R. 411. A bill to direct the Administrator
of the Environmental Protection Agency to
carry out certain authorities under an agree-
ment with Canada respecting the importa-
tion of municipal solid waste, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

By Mr. FROST (for himself, Ms. DUNN,
Mr. LAMPSON, Mr. PoMBO, Mr. CON-
YERS, Ms. GRANGER, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr.
HoLT, Mr. BELL, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr.
MATHESON, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida,
Mr. KILDEE, Mr. SERRANO, Mr.
MENENDEZ, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. ED-
WARDS, Mrs. BONO, Mr. MCINTYRE,
Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. BISHOP of New
York, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. MOORE, Ms.
MCCARTHY of Missouri, Mrs.
TAUSCHER, Mr. HOLDEN, Ms. KAPTUR,
Mrs. MALONEY, Mr. BROWN of Ohio,
Mr. LucAas of Kentucky, Mr. ROYCE,
Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. HONDA, Ms. NOR-
TON, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. HILL, Mrs.
JOHNSON of Connecticut, Mr. REYES,
Mr. Ro0SsS, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Ms.
LOFGREN, Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon, Mr.
BRrRADY of Texas, Mr. UDALL of New
Mexico, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut,
Mr. POMEROY, Mr. CANNON, Mr.
STRICKLAND, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr.
PASCRELL, Mr. FARR, Mr. LANGEVIN,
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. KLECZKA,
Mr. BAKER, Mr. WILSON of South
Carolina, Mr. Wu, Mr. RENZI, Mr.
CARDOZA, Mr. LARSEN of Washington,
Mr. NETHERCUTT, Mr. LEWIS of Cali-
fornia, Mr. TERRY, Mr. ACEVEDO-
ViLA, Mr. RAMSTAD, Mr. DAVIS of
Alabama, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. SPRATT,
Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr. STENHOLM,
Mr. MARKEY, Mr. TANNER, Mr. WYNN,
Mrs. DAvis of California, Mr. CAL-
VERT, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. SMITH of New
Jersey, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. INSLEE, Mr.
EMANUEL, Ms. DELAURO, Ms. McCoL-
LUM, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mrs. JONES of
Ohio, Mr. ScorT of Virginia, Mr.
BAcA, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida,
Mr. STUPAK, Mr. BURGESS, Mrs.
BIGGERT, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr.
MICHAUD, Mr. HEFLEY, Mr. TIERNEY,
Mr. COOPER, Mr. KIND, Mr. WOLF, and
Mr. MCHUGH):

H.R. 412. A bill to enhance the operation of
the AMBER Alert communications network
in order to facilitate the recovery of ab-
ducted children, to provide for enhanced no-
tification on highways of alerts and informa-
tion on such children, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary,
and in addition to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, for a period to
be subsequently determined by the Speaker,
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. GREEN of Texas:

H.R. 413. A bill to require the Surface
Transportation Board to consider certain
issues when deciding whether to authorize
the construction of a railroad line; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

By Mr. GREEN of Texas:

H.R. 414. A Dbill To deem the nondisclosure

of employer-owned life insurance coverage of
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employees an unfair trade practice under the
Federal Trade Commission Act, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce, and in addition to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida:

H.R. 415. A bill to establish a commission
to make recommendations on the appro-
priate size of membership of the House of
Representatives and the method by which
Members are elected; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida:

H.R. 416. A bill to require the Secretary of
Education to provide assistance to the im-
mediate family of a teacher or other school
employee killed in an act of violence while
performing school duties; to the Committee
on Education and the Workforce, and in ad-
dition to the Committees on Ways and
Means, and Energy and Commerce, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. HUNTER:

H.R. 417. A bill to revoke a Public Land
Order with respect to certain lands erro-
neously included in the Cibola National
Wildlife Refuge, California; to the Com-
mittee on Resources.

By Mr. KANJORSKI:

H.R. 418. A bill to authorize certain States
to prohibit the importation of solid waste
from other States, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. KANJORSKI (for himself, Mr.
NEY, Mrs. CUBIN, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr.
SHERWOOD, Mr. MURTHA, Mr. GREEN-
WooD, Mrs. CAPITO, Ms. KAPTUR, and
Mr. UDALL of Colorado):

H.R. 419. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a credit against
income tax to holders of bonds issued to fi-
nance land and water reclamation of aban-
doned mine land areas; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. KOLBE:

H.R. 420. A Dbill to establish a user fee sys-
tem that provides for an equitable return to
the Federal Government for the occupancy
and use of National Forest System lands and
facilities by organizational camps that serve
the youth and disabled adults of America,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Agriculture, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Resources, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. KOLBE (for himself, Mr. PAS-
TOR, Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Mr.
UpALL of New Mexico, Mr. GEORGE
MILLER of California, and Mr.
GRIJALVA):

H.R. 421. A bill to reauthorize the United
States Institute for Environmental Conflict
Resolution, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Education and the Workforce,
and in addition to the Committee on Re-
sources, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. LATOURETTE:

H.R. 422. A bill to authorize the Pyramid of
Remembrance Foundation to establish a me-
morial in the District of Columbia or its en-
virons to soldiers who have lost their lives
during peacekeeping operations, humani-
tarian efforts, training, terrorist attacks, or
covert operations; to the Committee on Re-
sources.
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By Mr. PAUL (for himself, Mr. DUNCAN,
and Mrs. MUSGRAVE):

H.R. 423. A Dbill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the 1993 increase
in taxes on Social Security benefits; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. PAUL (for himself, Mr. DUNCAN,
and Mrs. MUSGRAVE):

H.R. 424. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the inclusion in
gross income of Social Security benefits; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN:

H.R. 425. A bill to enable the residents of
the Bayshore Manor assisted living facility
in Key West, Florida, to continue to receive
supplemental security income benefits under
title XVI of the Social Security Act; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER (for him-
self, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr.
PAauL, Mr. CoX, and Mr. FRANK of
Massachusetts):

H.R. 426. A bill to prohibit the Federal
Communications Commission from requiring
digital television tuners in television receiv-
ers; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER:

H.R. 427. A bill to amend the Clean Air Act
to permit the sale in certain States of gaso-
line from other regions, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER:

H.R. 428. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make the credit for in-
creasing research activities permanent; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER:

H.R. 429. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide that the grad-
uated income tax rates that apply to prin-
cipal campaign committees of candidates for
Congress shall apply to all comparable com-
mittees of candidates for State and local of-
fices; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER:

H.R. 430. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to increase the amount of
capital losses that may offset ordinary in-
come; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SULLIVAN (for himself, Mr.
CoLE, Mr. Lucas of Oklahoma, and
Mr. STUPAK):

H.R. 431. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to permanently extend the
Indian employment credit and the deprecia-
tion rules for property used predominantly
within an Indian reservation; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ (for herself, Mr.
SERRANO, Mr. OWENS, and Ms. BERK-
LEY):

H.R. 432. A bill to amend chapters 83 and 84
of title 5, United States Code, to provide for
the indexation of deferred annuities; to pro-
vide that a survivor annuity be provided to
the widow or widower of a former employee
who dies after separating from Government
service with title to a deferred annuity under
the Civil Service Retirement System but be-
fore establishing a valid claim therefor, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Government Reform, and in addition to the
Committee on House Administration, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas (for
himself, Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts,
Mr. RAMSTAD, Mr. MATSUI, Mr.
CRANE, Mr. MCINNIS, and Mr. ToMm
DAVIS of Virginia):

H.R. 433. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a minimum credit
against the alternative minimum tax where
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stock acquired pursuant to an incentive
stock option is sold or exchanged at a loss;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas (for
himself, Mr. AKIN, Mr. BURR, Mr.
DEMINT, Mr. KNOLLENBERG, Mr. MICA,
Mr. NEY, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey,
Mr. TooMEY, and Mr. WILSON of
South Carolina):

H.R. 434. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the 1993 income
tax increase on Social Security benefits; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. PAUL:

H.J. Res. 15. A joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States relative to abolishing personal
income, estate, and gift taxes and prohib-
iting the United States Government from en-
gaging in business in competition with its
citizens; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ANDREWS:

H. Con. Res. 16. Concurrent resolution call-
ing for the immediate release of all political
prisoners in Cuba, including Dr. Oscar Elias
Biscet, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on International Relations.

By Mr. EVERETT (for himself, Mr.
ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. DAVIS of
Alabama, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. BACHUS,
Mr. BONNER, and Mr. ADERHOLT):

H. Con. Res. 17. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress regarding the
establishment by the Hyundai Motor Com-
pany of its first automotive manufacturing
facility in the United States; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida:

H. Con. Res. 18. Concurrent resolution call-
ing on the Democratic People’s Republic of
Korea and the United States to return to an
interim level of compliance with the Agreed
Framework of 1994 while a more comprehen-
sive and mutually acceptable agreement can
be negotiated by those two nations; to the
Committee on International Relations.

By Mr. HOYER (for himself, Mr. ToM
DAvVis of Virginia, Mr. MORAN of Vir-
ginia, Mr. WYNN, Ms. NORTON, Mr.
WoLF, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE, Mr. SANDLIN, Mr. LEVIN, and
Mr. ALLEN):

H. Con. Res. 19. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress that rates
of compensation for civilian employees of
the United States should be adjusted at the
same time, and in the same proportion, as
are rates of compensation for members of the
uniformed services; to the Committee on
Government Reform.

By Mr. PASCRELL:

H. Con. Res. 20. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress that the
earned income tax credit is a program of
critical importance designed to assist the
working poor; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. VITTER (for himself, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, Mr. BAKER, Mr. JEFFERSON,
Mr. JOHN, Mr. MCCRERY, and Mr.
TAUZIN):

H. Con. Res. 21. Concurrent resolution
commemorating the Bicentennial of the
Louisiana Purchase; to the Committee on
Resources.

By Ms. PRYCE of Ohio:

H. Res. 33. A resolution designating major-
ity membership on certain standing commit-
tees of the House; considered and agreed to.

By Mr. CALVERT:

H. Res. 34. A resolution designating major-
ity membership on certain standing commit-
tees of the House; considered and agreed to.

By Mr. MENENDEZ:

H. Res. 35. A resolution electing Members,
Delegates, and Resident Commissioners to
standing committees of the House of Rep-
resentatives; considered and agreed to.
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By Mr. MENENDEZ:

H. Res. 36. A resolution electing a named
Member to standing committees of the
House of Representatives; considered and
agreed to.

By Mr. ANDREWS:

H. Res. 37. A resolution congratulating the
Republic of Cyprus on its recent completion
of the accession process into the European
Union; to the Committee on International
Relations.

By Mr. ANDREWS:

H. Res. 38. A resolution requiring the
House of Representatives to take any legisla-
tive action necessary to verify the ratifica-
tion of the Equal Rights Amendment as part
of the Constitution when the legislatures of
an additional three States ratify the Equal
Rights Amendment; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. ANDREWS (for himself and Mr.
PALLONE):

H. Res. 39. A resolution congratulating Ar-
menia on its recent accession to the World
Trade Organization; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida:

H. Res. 40. A resolution condemning the
current political unrest and political leader-
ship in Venezuela, calling for new elections
in accordance with the constitution of that
country, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on International Relations.

———

PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XII,

Mr. STUPAK introduced a bill (H.R. 435)
for the relief of Robert and Verda Shatusky;
which was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 12: Mr. PLATTS, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr.
Ro0sS, Mr. GORDON, and Mr. SAM JOHNSON of
Texas.

H.R. 20: Mr. MCINTYRE, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN,
Mr. RAHALL, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. SHAYS, and
Mr. BOEHLERT.

H.R. 21: Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin and Mr.
LIPINSKI.

H.R. 31: Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin, Mr.
FLAKE, Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin, Mr. MATHE-
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SON, Mr. SHIMKUS, Ms. CARSON of Indiana,
Mr. KIND, Mr. COBLE, Ms. GINNY BROWN-
WAITE of Florida, Mr. SIMMONS, and Mr. BAR-
RETT of South Carolina.

H.R. 33: Mr. MORAN of Kansas, Mrs. JO ANN
DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. JENKINS, Mr. PAUL,
Mr. NORWOOD, and Mrs. CHRISTENSEN.

H.R. 49: Mr. NorwooD, Mr. KOLBE, Mr.
SCHROCK, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. BART-
LETT of Maryland, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. BISHOP
of Georgia, Mr. KELLER, Mr. HASTINGS of
Washington, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Ms. KiL-
PATRICK, Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr.
CRENSHAW, Mr. GREENWOOD, Ms. HARRIS, Mr.
HOSTETTLER, Mr. WOLF, Mrs. MILLER of
Michigan, Mr. Goss, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. PITTS,
Mr. KLINE, and Mr. SOUDER.

H.R. 50: Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. KIRK, Mr.
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. KING of
Iowa, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. AKIN, Mr.
BEAUPREZ, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, Mr.
VITTER, and Mr. PITTS.

H.R. 57: Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. GRAVES, Mr.
PENCE, Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois, Mr. SES-
SIONS, Mr. Goss, Mr. MCHUGH, Mr. TANCREDO,
Mr. CANNON, Mr. COBLE, Mr. BONILLA, Mr.
WHITFIELD, Mr. SAXTON, Mr. BURTON of Indi-
ana, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. SCHROCK, Mr. OTTER,
Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. PAUL, Mr. ROHRABACHER,
Mr. JENKINS, Mr. LucAs of Kentucky, Ms.
GRANGER, Mr. HAYES, Mr. EVERETT, Mr. FER-
GUSON, Mr. LEwWIS of Kentucky, Mr. BART-
LETT of Maryland, Mr. SWEENEY, Mr. KELLER,
Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. BARRETT of South Caro-
lina, Mr. WALDEN of Oregon, Mr. WALSH, Mr.
MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Ms. PRYCE of
Ohio, Mr. ISTOOK, Mr. IssA, Ms. BERKLEY, Ms.
ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mrs.
CUBIN, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. LATHAM,
Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. RADANOVICH, and Mr. GARY
G. MILLER of California.

H.R. 100: Mr. REYES and Mr. FILNER.

H.R. 115: Mr. MCHUGH.

H.R. 138: Mr. MCINTYRE.

H.R. 163: Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mr. CUMMMINGS,
Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr. HASTINGS of
Florida, Mr. CLAY, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of
Texas, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, and
Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 196: Mr. CARSON of Oklahoma.

H.R. 200: Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. OWENS, Ms.
LEE, Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr. PASTOR.

H.R. 218: Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois.

H.R. 219: Mr. NEY and Mr. WAMP.

H.R. 220: Mr. SENSENBRENNER.

H.R. 235: Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. BURR,
Mr. HEFLEY, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. PICK-
ERING, Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. NORWOOD, Mr.
SULLIVAN, Mr. LEWwWIS of Kentucky, Mr.
GOODE, and Mr. HOSTETTLER.
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H.R. 241: Mr. REYES and Mr. FILNER.

H.R. 242: Mr. GOODE.

H.R. 243: Mr. CUNNINGHAM and Mr. EHLERS.

H.R. 250: Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. BLUEMENAUER
Mr. LEACH, Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, Ms.
NORTON, Ms. ESHOO, Ms. LEE, Ms. BORDALLO,
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, and
Ms. CARSON of Indiana.

H.R. 265: Mr. MCDERMOTT.

H.R. 270: Mr. FERGUSON, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr.
WEINER, Mr. FOSSELLA, and Mr. BASS.

H.R. 290: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois.

H.R. 302: Mr. NEY.

H.R. 303: Mr. SENSENBRENNER.

H.R. 308: Mr. ENGLISH, Mr. LATOURETTE,
Mr. OWENS, and Mr. TOWNS.

H.R. 309: Mr. RADANOVICH.

H.R. 311: Mr. CANNON, Mr. MILLER of Flor-
ida, and Mr. HAYWORTH.

H.R. 315: Mr. BURR.

H.R. 318: Mr. MICHAUD and Mr. WELLER.

H.R. 323: Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr.
JACKSON of Illinois, and Mr. BOYD.

H.R. 339: Mr. MicA, Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART
of Florida, Mr. FEENEY, Mr. PENCE, Mr.
CHocOoLA, Mr. MILLER of Florida, and Mr.
ISSA.

H.R. 3562: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey and Mr.
MILLER of Florida.

H.R. 389: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY and Mr. FROST.

H.J. Res. 3: Mr. NETHERCUTT, Mr. JENKINS,
Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr. CUNNINGHAM, Mr.
FORBES, Mr. NEY, Mr. WOLF, Mr. HALL, Mr.
HAYES, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. PETRI,
Mr. SCHROCK, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. WALSH, Mr.
OTTER, Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire, Mr.
PuTNAM, Mr. FROST, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-

ington, Mr. BURNS, Ms. ESHOO, Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN, Mr. GOODE, Mr. HYDE, Mr.
GOODLATTE, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. MATHESON,

Mr. WAMP, Mr. HULSHOF, Mr. BONILLA, Mr.
KILDEE, Mrs. BIGGERT, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr.
MORAN of Virginia, Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE
of Florida, Mr. GINGREY, Mr. UDALL of Colo-
rado, and Mr. BACHUS.

H. Res. 31: Mr. FOLEY.

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions as follows:

H.R. 107: Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island.

H.R. 111: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York.
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